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REMARKS ON THE REPORT 


- 
OF THE 


VACCINE POCK COMMITTEE. 


Atrnover my knowledge of the history of the 
vaccina™ is very considerably extended since my 


** Inquiry concerning. the Cowpox,’’ published 


in 1798; yet I-can at this time, consistently 
with truth, declare Dr. Jenner to be the Dis- 
coverer to the public of the Vaccine Inoculation, 
as I did in my former publication: and the de- 


* This neologism, Vaccina, in the sense here employed, I 
adopted in 1799, on the proposal of Dr. Ford, of the College 
of Physicians ; and accordingly I introduced it subsequently in 
several short papers and notices published in the English 
Journals in 1799, 1800, and 1801; but, a letter from Dr. 
De Carro, of Vienna, informed me, that the terms Vaccine in 
French, and Vaccina in Latin, were as early proposed and used 


is, 


by Dr. Odier, of Geneva. The name Vacciola has been recom- , 


mended by Dr. Stokes, of Chesterfield. The catachresis in the 
_ usurpation of the terms Variole Vaccine by Dr. Jenner, I noticed 
in my Jnguiry in 1798, page 109, to which, however, the 
author still adheres ; and in the same place I proposed to use 
the word Cowpox, i. e, Cowpocks or Cowpocken only in the 
plural sense, and Cowpock in the singular. Accordingly, when 
speaking of the disease which is the object before us, I say 
Cowpock, in place of using the word Cowpor; because a dis- 
order is here denoted which commonly is attended by a single 


- eTuption ; but the reason of using the name Smallpox, and net 
Smallpock, is hence obvious. 


EB 
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claration of his being a public benefactor is no 
longer, asl formerly said, provisional. But it 
will not be possible to render justice with- 
out explaining the sense in which the terms 

Discoverer to the public, are here employed. E- 
mean, then, that Dr. Jenner’s publication was the 
sole primary occasion of all. the experiments 
hitherto instituted, by which a body of evidence 
has been’ obtained, quite adequate, in the esti- 
_mation of sound judgments, to justify the advan- 
fages asserted of the new inoculation ; and by 
‘which experiments also new facts of practical 
utility have been discovered, and some errors in 
that first work have, perhaps, been manifested 
and redressed. ) 
-_ No fact has informed me,.in the course ie in- 
vestigation, and during the vaccine practice for 
these last. four years, that human society would 
have been in possession, at this hour, of the 
mean of preserving the constitution ‘from a most 
hurtful disease, by exciting a vicarious com- 
plaint, underborne for the most part without 
suffering pain, and hurtless in the consequences, 
if the disclosure had not been made by the pub- 
lication of the treatise on ‘“ the Causes and 
Effects of the Variole Vaccine, in June, 1798.”” 
The making known also a new law in the ani- 
mal ceconomy, ¢o wit, of powers in nature for 
producing incapacity of being acted upon’ by 
‘the most virulent morbific agents, by exciting 


- 
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previously a disease, as in the first.instance here. 
exhibited, is calculated to raise the highest ex- 
-pectations of future discoveries from the bene- 
ficial career opened *. However, the honour- 


* The following extract; translated from Don Anton. de 
Ulloa’s Noticias Americanas, page 214, obligingly sent to me 
by the late Sir Richard Sutton, Bart. may be considered as 


affording some evidence of the law above mentioned ; it being fi 


supposed that incapacity of madness in dogs is Litas by © 
another -disease. - ‘ea 

“Tt is a thing of notoriety, that in those nat (Pern) mad- 
ness in dogs or other animals is not known; and this is the 
case not only in South America, but in all the Indies ; 3 but in 
_ its place they suffer another evil, which is general, and 

‘from which results much mortality amongst them. ‘This enters 
into the class which may be called Murrain ; from it results no’ 
‘inclination ‘to bite as from madness, nor the mischief of coms 
_municating it. In some measure it’ is an equivalent. ‘to the 
Smallpox in rational creatures. They begin by. growing heavy, 
refusing food, growing weak, their head turning so that they 
fall, and cannot walk.. In this state they remain for fifteen or 
twenty days, some holding out more than others, and i in the 
end the greatest part die. . It attacks them usually in the first 
year, whilst they are puppies ; but having once passed it, they 
have no return of it. The dogs esteemed for sporting are at- 
tended to, to be cured, which i is the occasion ‘of some more 
escaping. This disorder was epidemical (Bpicyonid) in Louisi- 
-ana in 1767, which exterminated almost all’ the species, very 
few having escaped it.” 

It has been affirmed that dogs, by undergoing a ised 
produced by irioculating the Cowpock matter, are rendered i in, 
capable of what is called “ che Distemper.;” but, as far as I can 
learn, this assertion is unproved, as is origin of the Vaccina 
in ‘the Grease.”-—Note of the Author. “y 
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able Committee of the House of Commons, te 
whom the late Petition * was referred, have not 
asserted these grounds (so glorious to the dis- 
_coverer, and so just to individuals) for the pur- 
pose of remuneration ; but they vindicate several 
claims which, in my judgment, are not warranted 
by the truths of history. Hence I apprehend 
opinions must be propagated, which deprive 
other persons of what is owing to them for their 
discoveries, and for successful labour in deter- 
mining the grounds of assertions which were 
unestablished by adequate evidence. These are 
not the only hurtful consequences. The printed — 
Report of the honourable Committee is already 
introduced. into the public journals as an 
authentic paper of historic facts, instead of con- 
sidering it, as I presume to think it ought to be, . 
in the lights of, 1, A representation of testi- 
monies quite sufficient to justify the bestowing a 
sum of the public money for a public benefac- — 
tion; but in which inquiry it was not neces- 
gary to consider other claims further than they 
contravened the grounds of their recommenda- 
tion to the House of Commons. 2, The Report, 
it seems, should also. be considered “ with 

some degree of jealousy, in the light of nomi~ — 
nees on a committee to try the merits of a — 
_controverted election, as being the friends of the — 
petitioners.” (Mr. Bankes’, a member of the 
Cowpock Committee, speech in the House of | 


* See the transcript of the Petition annexed to this work, 


aol? 
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Commons. See Morning Herald, June 3, 1802.) - 
And, 3, However capable the honourable Com- 

mittee certainly are to determine, with strict 
justice, political questions, yet surely it can be 
no imputation to allege that they are not equally” 

able to select and judge of medical evidence. 

By offering, then, to the literary public the 

.printed Report in the light of a strict and com- 
plete investigation, in place of looking upon it 
in the points of view just above stated, it affords 
an authority, as I-think I shall make appear, for 
several untruly founded assertions of great mo- 
ment in practice, and becomes a misleading 
document to historians of the present and future 
ages. 

I have therefore considered that the psabliaht 
ing the result of an examination, and remarks on — 
the printed Report of the honourable Committee, 
was no more than discharging my duty. 

1. In order to submit to the judgment of the 
public, whether or no, more honourable and 
just grounds might not have been asserted for 
‘the remuneration of the Petitioner. is 

2. In order to offer evidence for the mani- 
- festation of several truths, and for the exposition, © 
perhaps, of some errors and mistakes ; and, 

3. With the view of obtaining the opinion of 
the public, whether or no any credit be due to 
others for the discovery of facts, the detection of 
. ill-grounded assertions; and for Jabour, ex: 
| BS 


A 


rape 

 penditute of time, ‘and other’ sacrifices, in - 
introducing or maintaining the Vaccine:Inocu- 
- Jation. | 


. The Committee divide the contents of the Pe- - 
tition into three distinct heads: _, 

< The utility of the discovery itself, which is, © 
the foundation of the Petition : ; 


4 
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s* The right of the Petitioner to claim ‘the 
discovery : } 


in point of medical prac- 
tice, and the pecuniary emolument, which he 
has derived from it.’—Report, p. 3. 


« The advantage, 


Concerning the first head, the experience of | 
‘ -at least two hundred thousand instances affords 
ample justification of the grounds of preference of ~ 
the vaccine to the variolous inoculation; but 
yet it may very fairly be urged, that the practice © 
for the space of three years is not a term long 
enough to determine the possibility of unfavour- 
able consequences. In this part, however, the — 
honourable Committee, I have. no doubt, will 
give very general satisfaction ; although rigorous 
justice might perhaps have required a different 
tribunal for the undecided and doubtful cases. 
‘produced on the authority of the respectable evi- 


~ 


we 
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dences referred to in the Report, and elsewhere 
known to have fallen under observation *. 


With respect to the second head : 
“ The Right of the Petitioner to claim the 
discovery.”’ - It is first in order, to state the very 
words of the claim, from the Petition itself, 
*« + Your Petitioner haying discovered that a 
disease which occasionally exists in a particular . 
farm, among cattle, known by the name of the 
Cowpox, admits of being inoculated on ‘the 
human frame with the most perfect ease’ and 
‘safety ; and although its symptoms are so mild 
as scarcely ever to prove even a temporary im- 
pediment to the ordinary course of health, yet it 
is attended with the singularly beneficial effect 
of rendering through life the person so emia 
secure from the infection of the Smallpox.”— 
I imagine that before the evidence for the Pe- 
tition was delivered, every one would under: , 
stand from the above terms, that the Petitioner 
asserted, that he was the first person who ino- 
ise vaccine matter directly from the cow. 
. In the examination of the ‘claim before ts, 
. Viz. Sat Discovery, it will be also necessary to 
» state the terms in which it is asserted for the 


* The adverse cases ought not, I think, to be considered, as 


» 


- Dr. Jenner says, to be sinking into contempt. 
+ Transcript from a copy of the Petition. 
B 4 
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Petitioner in the Report.— Upon the second 
_ head, the whole of the oral deposition, as well as 
~ all the written documents from abroad, are uni- 
form and decisive. in favour of Dr. Jenner’s — 
_ claim to originality in its discovery ; but as some 
3 pretensions have been advanced toa knowledge 
at least of this practice before Dr. Jenner’s publi-. 
cation, it may be proper to notice shortly, what 
the nature of those claims is, and in what man- 
ner they bear upon this part of the Petitioner’s 
case. Such extracts as can be. considered in any 
degree at all material are contained in Nos. 50, 51 
and 52. The disorder itself, and its specific pro- _ 
perty of securing against Smallpox infection, 
was not a discovery of Dr. Jenner’s, nor of any 
of those whose writings are referred to; for in 
various parts of England, in Gloucestershire and 
Devonshire particularly, there was an opinion of 
that sort current among the common people em- 
ployed in dairies, which the observation of ino- 
culation for the Smallpox tended to confirm. 
_ {t appears not improbable that in some very rare 
instances this knowledge was carried one step 
farther, and that the Cowpox was communicated 
either by handling the teat, or by inoculation from 
the animal, for the purpose, and with the. intention 
of securing against the danger of Smallpox: but. 
the practice of which Dr. Jenner asserts him- 
self to be the original inventor, is the inocu- 
lation from one human being ta another, and the 


. 192" 
mode of transferring, indefinitely, the vaccine — 
matter without any diminution of its specific 
‘ power, to which it does not appear that any 
person had ever alleged a title; and these 
? papers and experiments, whatever accuracy of 
_ observation, and spirit of research, they may 
evince ih their respective authors, and to what- 
_ ever extent they may be supposed to go, as they 
_ were never given to the public, so neither is 
_ there any intimation that they were imparted to 
Dr. Jenner ; nor is it contended that the world. 
_ became acquainted with this discovery, by any 
other means than by the course of trials. con- 
_ ducted by the petitioner, and his ample and un- 
reserved communications.” —Report, Pieuch', 
On reading the part of the Petition above 
cited, I conceive that the words imply that the 
_ Petitioner asserts himself to be the Discoverer of 
the Inoculation of the ‘ disease of Cattle,” 
called “ the Cowpox,” on the human. frame. 
Now as I fear not it will appear, that the ma- 
_ nifestation of TRUTH and the maintenance of 
JUSTICE are the sole objects of this paper, I 
will not stop to dispute about the meaning of 
the words and phrases of the Petition and the 
_ Report; notwithstanding they may appear to me 
not quite proper; provided they do not seem likely 
- to mislead. Accordingly, although I apprehend 
there is no such thing as inoculating a disease, 
no error can issue from this unwarrantably 
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- elliptical mode of writing ; as I take’ for granted — 
every one will understand that the Petitioner 


means that he is the Discoverer of znocu- , 
lating the infectious matter of the Cowpox from 


Cattle on the human frame, so as to produce, 


_ that disease, by .which the capability in such » 
persons of being affected with the Smallpox i is” 


destroyed. 


Before I offer my next remark, I must for the | 


sake of perspicuity distinguish inoculation for 


‘the Cowpock into three kinds; according to the | 
source of the infectious matter, and the mode of 


_ infecting the animal ceconomy. 
1. Casual Inoculation, 
Cow, 


2. Inoculation purposely, 


3. Inoculation from the human Animal. 


cn from the | | 


. Now it cannot éscape the sight of the atten. — 
tive reader, that the kind of discovery asserted — 
on the part of the Petitioner, is different from — 


that which is vindicated, and declared by ‘the: 


A 


Committee. Whether it was deemed proper to 


make this change, subsequent to the evidence, — 


_from motives of prudence ; or from not discrimi- 


nating precisely the claim of the Petitioner, can- — 


only ‘be determined by the composers of the 


Report. The Petitioner’s claim is that of “hav- — 


a 

ing discovered that a disease which occasionally 
_ exists among cattle, known by the name of the 
Cowpox, admits of being inoculated on the hu- 
man frame,’ with ease, safety, and so as to ‘ren- 
der the inoculated person secure through’ life 
_ fromthe Smallpox. But this kind of vaccine 
inoculation, is that above distinguished by 
_ «© 9, Inoculation purposely and directly from 
the Cow:” yet the Committee report that 
“‘ The disorder itself (Cowpox) and its specific 
property of securing against Smallpox infection, 
was not a discovery of Dr. Jenner’s 3” i.e. as I 
suppose we are to understand, that the casual 
_- Cowpor, above stated, and its antivariolous 
- agency ‘were not his discovery. And further the 
Committee report, “ that it appears not improbas 
ble that in some rare imstances the 2d kind of 
inoculation, viz. purposely and directly from the | 
Cow, was also practiced antecedently to’ Dr. | 
Jenner;” but they state that he is “ The original 
inventor” of the 3d kind of inoculation, above 
distinguished ;. namely, from human animal to 
human animal ; as if that were the Petitioner’s — 
sole claim, and he had not, claimed the disco- 
very of the inoculation directly from the Cow, 
either casually, or purposely as his right. 

 T’should next, in due. course, examine the 
claim of the Petitioner in the single point now 
declared by the Committee; but JUSTICE | 
exacts from me. first to expose the extent to 
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which the casual inoculation was known to the 
world, and the simple ingenious efforts of the © 
primitive cultivators in the new field, which are 
so barely acknowleged in the Report of the 
Committee. 

I. With regard to the effect’ of. the casual 
Cowpock, ,in preventing the Smallpox, no fact | 
in physic has been more clearly ascertained 
by a large body of most respectable evi- 
dence obtained by me from many of the coun-_ 
ties of England, published four years ago*; 
and that this fact. was known long before Dr. 
Jenner’s book appeared. I shall, however, se- 
-Ject one evidence only on this occasion, omnzum 
instar, which is Mr. Rolph, now a surgeon at . 
Peckham, who had ‘practised physic nine years 
at Thornbury in Gloucestershire, 
© During two of these years, he was. the 
colleague of the late Mr. Grove, who had been 
a medical practitioner at ‘Thornbury for near 
forty years. The greater part of the facts above 
stated, relating to the Cowpox, are familiarly 
known to Mr. Rolph from his own observation, 
and from the experience of Mr. Grove. 

“«. Mr. Rolph tells me, that in Gloucestershire © 
the Cowpox ‘is very frequently epizootic in the 
dairy-farms in the spring season. It especially 


* See Inquiry concerning the History of the Cowpox, &e. "4 
by George Pearson, M.D. F.R.S. &c. 1798. 
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breaks out in Cows newly introduced into the . 
herds, When a number of Cows in a farm are 
at the same time affected, the infection seems 
generally to have originated in the constitution 
of some one.Cow, and before the milker is 
aware of the existence of the disease, the im- 
fectious matter is probably conveyed by the hands 
to the teats and udders of other Cows; hence they 
are infected. For if the disease in the Cow first — 
: affected be perceived in a certain state, and ob- 
vious precautions be taken, the infection does 
not spread, but is confined to a single beast. 
_ Whether the morbific poison is generated in the 
Cow first diseased in a given farm, de novo, from 
time to time, and disseminated among the rest 
of the herd; or, like the Smallpox poison, is 
only communicated from animals of the. same 
species to one another, is not ascertained. No 
Cow has been known to die, or to be in danger 
from this disorder. 
_. © A great number of instances of the Cowpox 
in milkers had fallen under Mr. Rolph’s obser- 
vation; and many hundreds more under that 
of his late partner, Mr. Grove ; but not a single 
mortal, or even dangerous, case had: occurred. 
The patients were ordinarily ill of a slight fever . 
for two or three days, and the local affection 


was so slight, that the assistance of medical prac- 


titioners was rarely required. He had no doubt 
that the inoculated Cowpox was attended with 


/ 
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as little pain and uneasiness as the ordinary a 


cases of inoculated Smallpox. 
s<Mr. Rolph says, there is not a ficekateel prac- 
titioner of even little experience in Gloucester- 


shire, or scarce a dairy-farmer, who. does not © 


know from his own experience, or that of others, 
that persons who have suffered the Cowpox, 
are exempted from the agency of the variolous 
poison. . 

** The late Mr. Grove was a very. extensive 
Smallpox inoculator, frequently having 200. to 
“300 patients at one time, and the fact of exemp- 
tion now asserted had been long before his death 
abundantly established, by his experience of 
many scores of subjects who had previously la- 


boured under the Cowpox, being found unsus-. 
- ceptible of the Smallpox; either by inoculation, 


or by effluvia. | 
«© While Mr. Rolph practised at Therkibuned 
he thinks not fewer than threescore instances 


of failure, in attempting to produce the Small- — 


pox by inoculation, occurred in ‘his own’ prac- 
tice; all of which were persons who had: been 


previously affected with the Cowpox.: In almost 


all of these cases the uninfected persons associ- 
ated with those who took the Smallpox, and 
many were repeatedly inoculated. © Although 


Mr. Rolph has not, in his recollection, any in- — 


stances of people taking the Small pox, who gave 
admissible evidence of their having laboured un- 


Be” j 15 
er. the Cowpox ; he thinks such cases may, 
and have indeed occurred to. others, where the 
‘Cowpox had been only local; it being requisite 
that the whole constitution should be affected, 
in. order to. desttoy the excitability to the va- 
tiolous poison. 
“© Mr. Rolph declared, that his conndenta in 
the efficacy and safety of inoculation for the 
‘Cowpox was such, that he regretted he could 
not, at present, procure Cowpox matter to ino- 
‘culate two of his own children, who had not 
yet had the Smallpox.. This measure is, how- 
ever, determined upon *. — . | 
“< As a particular instance, Mr. Rolph related | 
‘the following: A soldier’s’ wifé, while in the — 
‘Smallpox, was accidentally in the company of 
‘several farmers at an alehouse in Thornbury. 
‘Two of the company who had gone through 
‘the Cowpox, but not the Smallpox, were not 
‘affected by the variolous infection ; but: three 
others, who had not Jaboured under the Cow: 
pox, took the Smallpox. 
p< Mr Rolph’s mind was not satisfied that.a 
‘person could be constitutionally affected by the. 
Cowpox poison more than once, but he had no 
doubt that the local affection might be pro= 
duced repeatedly. Neither did ve wowed Enbwr 


~*~ 


 * These children went through the inoculated Vaccina i in | 
March, 1799, under my observation, - 


soa th 
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that’a person was susceptible of the Cowpox, 
who had ‘been ponstiinaaaatty affected by the 
slug ote 


They who are so unreasonable as not to be 
convinced by the preceding statement of Mr. 
Rolph, may receive further information from 
the accounts of Mr. Drewe, Mr. Dolling, Dr. 
De Salis, Dr. Pulteney, Mr. Smith, Mr. Downe, — 
and many others, to be found in the publication 
just cited; as well as the subsequent communi-— 
cations of the casual Cowpock preventing the 
Smallpox in Ireland, and Holstein, time im- 
memorial. Bi 


It seems necessary to notice in this place,” 
that there are some published accounts of casual - 
Cowpock previous to Dr. Jenner’s. “ The 
Cowpox is a disease well known to the dairy 
farmers in Gloucestershire—What is extraordi<— 
nary, as far as facts have hitherto been ascer-_ 
tained, the person who has been infected is 
rendered insensible to the variolous poison.’’— 
See Adams on Morbid Poisons, 8vo. 1795, p. 156. 
See also Woodville’s History of Inoculation, 8vo. 
1796, p.7.. And Dr. Beddoes’ Queries concern- 
ing Inoculation,-8vo. 1795. This author Says, 
*‘ I have learned from my own observation, and 
the testimony of some old practitioners, that sus- 
ceptibility to the Smallpox is destroyed by the 
Cowpox, a disease from Cows, which is a ma- 
Jady more unpleasant than dangerous. 


'f 
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TU. With: regard to the instances of Cowpock 
purposely excited by inoculating directly from the 
Cow, ‘to prevent the Smallpox, antecedently to 
the dates: of the Petitioner’s: trials, the fairest 
_ method seems to be to recofd them in the order’ 
of time. 


Extracts from Mr. Downe’s Letters to Dr. 
‘Pearson. 

1. Robert Fooks, a butcher, near Bridport, 
J1 years ago, when about 20 years of age, was 
at a farm-house when the dairy was infected 
with the Cowpox. It being suggested to him 
‘that it would be the means of présetving him 
from the Smallpox, which he had never taken, 
if he would submit to be inoculated’ with the 
Cowpox matter; he gave his consent: he was 
infected by a needle in two or three places in his 
hand. In about a week the parts began to in- 
fame, and his hand to swell, his head to ach, 
and many other symptoms of fever came on. 
‘The parts inoculated left permanent scars. He 
_ was afterwards inoculated twice by my grand- 
father, and a considerable time after twice by my 
father, but without any other effect than a slight 
irritation of the’ part, such as is occasioned 3 in the | 
arms of persons who have already had the’ Small- 
pox. The Smallpox has been repeatedly since 
‘in his own family, and never avoided. aE: being 
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eoritielians that it was not possible to infect hint 
with this disease *. 

_ I know a medical man in this country who 
‘was greatly injured in his practice by a prejudice _ 
raised against him long ago, for his intention of — 

substituting the Cowpox for the Smallpox. — 


Extract from Mr. Nicholas Bragge’s Letter, dated 
Axminster, April 12, 1802, to Sir William 
Elford, Bart. (a Uiinber of the Committee. ) 
See the Report, p. 43. 


2. It is now more than thirty years ago that 
I first made experiments and proved that the 
Vaccine Disease was a preservative against the 
Smallpox ; and itis, I believe, more than twenty 
years ago, that, through the Rev. Herman Drew, 
I acquainted Sir George Baker with the obser- 
vations and experiments I had then made, which 
I am certain Sir George will readily acknow- — 
ledge. Unhappily an accident by fire has de- _ 
prived me of having recourse to them now; but 
my memory will supply me with enough to con- 


* This account is extracted from the letters of Mr. Downe, 
“surgeon, dated Bridport, Aug. 21 and 25, 1798; April & 
1802; June 7,:1802. Why the Committee of the House of 
Commons did not record in the Report any extract from these 
letters, I am unable to explain, as I left with them Mr. 

: Downe’s Jetter of April 8, 1802, which afforded the voucher. 
-réquired for the letter of Aug. 25, 1798, printed in my In- 

quiry into the History of the Cowpox, in 1798. 


Me A 
vince. you that Dr. J enner is not the only person 
entitled. to. the reward that may be. thought 
‘deserving for such a, discovery. It is now, 
I believe, twenty years ago, that Mrs. Rendall, 
the wife of a respectable farmer in the parish 
of Whitechurch, near Lyme, in Dorsetshire, 
‘(who is at this time a tenant to Lady Caro- 
line Damer, in the same parish for which I have 
- been concerned as.an apothecary for the poor 
ever since I have been in business) inoculated 
herself and three or four children for it; and 
those children, who have long arrived at manhood, 
have since inoculated their friends and neighbours 
whenever an opportunity has agence: / 


Extracts from. the Letters of the Rev. Herman 
Drew, to Dr. Pearson, dated Wootton, Sept. 
7, 1798, ‘and Abbots, near Honiton, Devon, 
April 11, 1802. See the Report, p. 42, 43. 


3. Mr. Justins, a farmer, at Yetminster, in 
Dorset, inoculated his wife and children with 
matter taken from the teats of a Cow that had 
the Cowpox : in about a week from the time of | 
inoculation, their arms were very much inflamed : 

_ the patients were very ill; the man was so much 
alarmed as to call in medical assistance (Mr. 
Mead, of Cerne.) The patients.soon got well, 
and they have since been inoculated for the Small- 

| pox ia Mr, Trobridge, of Cerne, but without 


effect. 
’ G:2 
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I cannot inform you” at what period, Mr.’ 
Justins inoculated his family, but I: have’ no? 
doubt but it was previous to‘Dr. Jenner’s prac-’ 
tice.’ Ihave by this post (April 11, 1802) com- 
| municated to Sir William Elford, Bart. a curious’ 
fact which came to my knowledge yesterday :/ 
That twenty years ago a’ woman inoculated her 
children with matter taken from the Cow on the 
- point of a large needle. In a letter dated April 
29d, 1802, Mr. Drew says, “ Dr. Jenner has 
a claim, but not an exclusive one, to renmune- ° 
ration. Mr. Bragge, to my knowledge, has been 
making: his HGR on the Cowpock - for 
thirty years.” 


Extract of a Letter from the Rev. Hawa Drew, | 
to Sir William Elford, Bart. dated Abbots, near 
- Honiton, April 1, 1802. See Report, p. 44. — 


4. Dr. Edward Jenner has undoubtedly-very 
great merit in bringing the vaccine inoculation’ 
into practice ; but he 7s no more the discoverer of | 
the Cowpox and its effects than I am. Nearly 
twenty years ago I wrote sheets of paper to Sir 
George Baker on this disorder, and I know not: 
what occasioned his laying aside his intention of: 
publishing his investigations. He had had a 
previous correspondence with Dr. Pulteney, of 
Blandford, onthe subject: | 

When Dr. Jenner published his obhécveliriaal 
-he was followed by Dr. Pearson, of Leicester- 
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square, who was introduced by Sir Pcpiie toa 
correspondence with me. on this-subject, and he 
repeatedly confesses in print his obligations te 
me for information. No one can have an higher 
opinion ef the good effects of the vaccine inocu- 
jJation than I have; it has occupied my thoughts 


for years, and nothing but Horace’s advice, 


“ ne sutor ultra crepidam,” has checked me 


from the use of the infected Jancet,or saturated — 
cotton. Entre nous J have had a little successful 
practice. in 


A Letter from William Trucker, Esq. of Coryton, 


in Devonshire, to Sir, William Elford; Bart. 

April 12, 1802 See Report, p. 44. 

5. The above letter states, that Mr. Bragge, 
twenty years ago, proved the efhcacy, and with 
great assiduity recommended the practice of 
vaccine inoculation ; that Mr. Bragge, through 
the Rev. Herman Drew, furnished~ Sir George 
Baker with a variety of papers in proof of its 
being a sure guard against variolous infection ; 


and that Dr. Jenner’s superior merit consisted in 


_ having effected the introduction of vaccine ino-.’ 


culation, and in having also, as it.is said, ascer-_ 


tained the means of discriminating the real from 


the spurious disease. 
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mcisigad of a Letter from Dr. Pulteney, to Dr. 
- Pearson, dated Blandford, July 14, 1798. 
‘See Report, p. 42. 


-6. I never heard, of any tosidi fe viene with 
the disease, except such as have milked the 
Cows, or handled the udders.: | 

A very respectable. practitioner siidimuasts me, 
that of seven children whom he had inoculated 
for theSmallpox, five had been previously infected — 
with the Cowpox purposely, by being made to- 


handle the teats and udders of infected Cows; — 


‘In consequence of which they suffered ‘the dis-. 
temper. These five, after inoculation for ‘the 
Smallpox, did not Basta the other two took 
_ the distemper, ) 

A farmer in this country saoeniee his wife | 
and children with matter taken from the teat of ~ 
a Cow, At the end of a week the arms in- 
flamed, and the patients were so far affected as 


to alarm the farmer, although unnecessarily, and — 


induce him to call in medical assistance. ‘They 
all soon got well, and were afterwards inoculated 
~ for the Smallpox, but no irruptions followed, _ 
I was not applied to in this case ; but the fact is 

sufficiently ascertained to me, | 
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Extract of a Letter from Mr. W. Dolling, to Dr. et 
Pearson, dated Chaitle, April9, 1802. See. 
Report, p. 43. 


7. The farmer alluded to in Dr. Pulteney’s— 
letter to you, who inoculated his wife and chil- 
dren with matter taken from the teat of a Cow, , 
and the person mentioned: in Mr. Drew’s. letter, | 
viz. Mr, Justins, is the samé person; both Dr. 
Pulteney’s and Mr. Drew’s intelligence came 
from me. Iam not certain at this time as to 
the year, but believe it was on or before’ the 
year 1786. The farmer is still living, of whom 
~ I can have the particulars. 

In a subsequent letter to Dr. Bestivont) dated 
Chattle, June 16, 1802, Mr. Dolling informs. 
him, that Mr. Benjamin Jesty (not Justins) per- 
formed the inoculation above-mentioned as early 
- as 1774, and he is still living. 


Extract of a Letter from Mr. N. Downe, Surgeon, 
dated Bridport, June 71,1802, to Dr. Pearson. 


_ 8. Ihave lately heard of a curious fact, that 
a woman in the Vale of Dorsetshire practised. 
the vaccine inoculation, probably long before: 
Dr. Jenner ever thought of it, Will there be 
any use now for enquiring into the particulars. 
I am well assured Dr. Jenner has no claim. 
asthe jfirst discoverer and performer of the new 
Cc 4 
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inoculation, and if he be only the promulgator, I 


see no propriety in his being exclusively re- | 


warded. 
The lower class of people still refuse. the: vac- 
Cine inoculation, from an apinion that the re- 


sistance to the Smallpox after it will wear out 


in. a few years, which. opinion some medical. 


practitioners encourage. 


Extracts from Manuscripts of the late Mr. Nash, 


Surgeon, at Shaftsbury, as deliveredito the Com~ 


mittee by Mr. Keate, and attested by the Son of | 
the Author, Mr. Thomas Nash, SETSEOE _ See 


Wh Report, p. 41. 


. It israther remarkable that no > writer aged 

rnd taken notice of the Cowpox. 
I never heard of one having the Smallpox 
who ever had the Cowpox. The Cowpox 


certainly prevents a person from having the 


Smallpox. ‘ 

_ | have now inoculated above sixty. persons 
who have been reported to have had the Cow- 
pox, and I believe at least forty of them I could 
not infect with the variolous virus; the other 
twenty, or nearly that number, I think it very rea- 
sonable to presume (as they were no judges) had 


not the real Cowpox. It is not my own opinion ~ 


only, but that of several other medical gentle- 


men, that convinces me the Cowpox i is a prophy- ~ 


_ lactick for the Smallpox. 
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Ihave not been ‘able to discover that the hu- 
/ man species get it’from the Cows in any other 
“manner than by. contact: with the: parts imme- 
_ diately infected, such as in milking; neither do 
’ I apprehend that .one of the human species can 
communicate: it to another but by the same 
-means ; as I have known some of the inhabitants 
of.a house where it was escape it, but none of 
| those who Jay in the same bed with the diseased 
_ person. ) 
in Mrs. Scammell ind Mrs..Bracher, tnocu- 
lation produced no- eruption, no sickness, and titile 
or no suppurationof the.arm, the place punc~— 
_ tured not being bigger when inflamed and sup- 
purated than a large pin’s head. It frequently 
leaves considerable. marks, which are much 
larger than those of the Smallpox, as large (I 
_ have measured some) as a silver threepence. "f 
$0 far the extracts’ from these MSS. areas 
_ given by the Committee; but I take this oppor- 
tunity of publishing from. these Manuscripts 
(which are now in my possession) a few other 
_ observations, to shew the extent. to which the . 
‘Yate Mr. Nash carried his researches, and that 
he knew some truths belonging to the Cowpock 
not known to any other at this day, and was 
prepared to publish on the inoculation of it. 

The author observes, ‘‘ My principal inten- 
tion in publishing being to recommend to the 
world a method of inoculation that is far superior, 
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‘In my opinion, (and I judge it from experience) © 


to any yet nade known. © Therefore I hope and 
trust, although I have no medical friend to en- 


force it uvon the world, that they will give me. 
so far credit for my assertions as to make the ex-_ 
periment, and then it will suficiently introduce: 


es 


itself. But ii from my being so little known they. _ 


should disregard it, I cannot but remind them, 

that we had the art of inoculation first from 

_ Grecian’ women, who were both ignorant and 

illiterate, aad put them in remembrance of the 
saying of Hippocrates, My oxveew, &c. | | 

~ Upon looking into the systematic writers, as 

Sauvages and Macbride, or those who have 


made catalogues of definitions of disease, as 


- Linneus, Vogel, and Cullen, I do not find any 


disease mentioned by them at all like the | 


: Cowpox. ) , 
Ih numerous places Mr. Nash epee his 


assertion, that those who have had’ the Cowpox. 


cannot take the Smallpox—Although some peo- % 


ple cannot, from the peculiar nature of their 
constitutions, take the Smallpox; but that can- 
not be the reason of so many persons in one part 
of the country, and no other, being incapable of 
taking the Smallpox. ; 

That it is not more surprizing that no one has 
written on the Cowpox, since Dr. Heberden 
was the first who described the Chickenpox, 
which had been in the country 100 years. 


a a 
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When these who have had the’ Compor are | 
inoculated the arms inflame, but never, or at 
least seldom, form an abscess, but some hard 
tumor in the muscular flesh: 

How far does the Cowpox. agree with the 
Aiubiations of Van Swieten, that * man* alone, 
and not brute animals, can take the Smallpox.” 

On Cows, the Cowpox usually appears at first 
in round pustules, afterwards in ulcers upon the 
teats and udders, but principally upon the teats. 
They do not appear to have any sickness before 
it comes out. Their teats are so far injured by 


the inflammation it produces, that people are 


frequently obliged to open the tubes through 


which the milk passes with a knitting-needle, or 
some such instrument. One Cow having: it will 


communicate it to a whole dairy. It continues > 
often a long time upon them, unless proper 
means be employed to cure them, which means 
are the unguents to the sore parts. The best [ 
am told is soot and butter. ‘This disease is not 
very frequent in this country. 

Cows have the disease but once. 


_ I have not been able yet to determine whether 
a person who has had te Smallpox ¢ can receive 


this disease, 


* Dr, Osiander has shewn that Apes are susceptible of the 
Smallpox, by inoculation. No doubt also of the Cowpock.. 


_ Simia turpissima bestia quam sinattie homini.”—Note by the 
_ Author. 
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In those who have: ‘had the Cowpox,’ the arm 


on inoculation for Smallpox is inflamed toa 


greater extent than in those who have not had 


it; but then there is little or no matter in'the — 
middle where the puncture was made, nor does" 
it fillin those who mene not had this disease, ee 


soon heals ee aeae re 


In the Regent p: 25; Mr. Thomas Nathrs 
evidence is stated as follows: “ That the papers 
were written by his father between the years 
1781* and 1785; that, at his death, they were 
sent by his mother to her* brother, Mr. Battis- 
combe, who, without making them public, or 


divulging their conterits, gave them to the wit-_ : 
ness in 1795 or 1796: he kept them to himself ~ 


until 1799 or 1800, when he gave them to Mr. 
Robert Keate: he heard from rumour that Dr. 
Jenner might have been known to his father: 
_ heard it from Mr. Robert Keate: he was inocu- 
lated by his father in 1781, and supposes it 


might have been with vaccine matter, as it ap- — 


pears by the manuscripts, and by information 


* It appears from the last page of the MSS. of Mr. Nash, 
that his last observations were written in the year 1781, so 
that Mr. Thomas Nash did not correctly recollect the time, 
when he stated it to be between 1781 and 1785. His father, 
‘as Mr. Battiscombe informs me, died Feb. 1785.—Note b be the 
Aughor,- 


- 
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from his mother, that his father was then making _ 


Ee poleRem on vaccine inoculation.” 

Mr. Robert Keate (p.-25,, Report) stated that 
. the papers (of Mr. Nash) alluded to by his uncle, 
were given him by Mr..Nash, the son’ of the 
author; that he understood they were written 


about:1781; And being» asked. whether Dr.” 


_Jenner.was known to Mr. Nash, said, he had 
heard from Mr. Battiscombe. yesterday, : that he 
believed he had heard Mr. Nash, -the author of 
the papers, and his sister, mention the name of 
Dr. Jenner, but was not at all certain that it 
was this’ Dr. Jenner. ; | 


Extract’ of a Letter of Dr. de Carro, dated 
Vienna, Feb. 4,.1800, to Dr. Pearson, on the 


Inoculation for the. Sapo? es Cows in 
_ Holstein, 


10. Davis Hanoverian Bead mea, “DrPalihove 
and Mr, Stromeyer, i. as. you know, are 
making experiments with Cowpox, and with 

whom I correspond, informed me, that this dis- 
_ ease.is very well known in Holstein ; and. that a 


certain Dr. Nessen, of Seegeberg, has collected’ * 


many facts which proye its’ antivariolous pro- 
_ perty. » Being myself lately. in company’ with 


_several English gentlemen, swho were putting to; 


me many questions on the: subject of Cowpox, 


an American gentleman, Mr. Murray, of Phila+ 


- delphia, told me that sy servant, a a German, bad 


” 
j 


, mie) Taig 
lived three years in the duchy of Holstein, and 
that he could recollect that he had mentioned 
fo him some facts which coincided much 
with what I was telling them about the Cow- 
pox. ‘This gave me the’ curiosity of speaking to 
that servant, whom, hetold me, was very intel+ 
ligent, and had shewn often a spirit of -obser- 
vation. Here is the summary of his answers: 

That during a stay of three years in Holstein, 
in the environs of Kiel, he had very often heard 
of a disease of Cows, called Die Finnen, (inne 
means in German a pimple, un’ bouton, Jinnig, 
pimpled, boutonné) and that he had had fre- 
quent occasion of seeing Cows affected with that 
disease: That its property of preserving against 
the Smallpox is well known by the farmers and ~ 
physicians of the country: That in the town of 
Kiel, the inoculation with the fimnen is some-— 
times practised upon children, with the idea of © 
preserving their beauty : That the country people 
do not like this inoculation, because they pretend 
that it leaves behind itself several other disor- 
ders: That waiting at table he had very often 
heard. gentlemen, and» among others a Dr. 
Ackermann, speak of its antivariolous power : 
That in great farms men do not milk Cows, but 
that in the smaller ones, that happens very often: _ 
That a disease of horses, called Mauke (true - 
German name for Grease) is known by all those: — 

who take care of them: That old horses, par-_ 
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nlecly: attacked with the Maule: are ol | 
put in cow-stables, . and there are attended. by 
women: That it is particularly in harvest: that 
men in small farms milk Cows: That he never 
heard of any relation existing between the jinnen 
and the Mauke: He describes that disease of 
Cows like a pimple, between flesh and skin, 
{that. is his expression) and says, that when a 
Cow is affected with it, she loses her milk, and 
becomes very lean: That farmers kill the sick 
ones to prevent the contagion: That they salt 
sometimes those Cows, and give them in winter 
to eat to their servants, who dislike it so much, 
that they look upon this treatment as a mark of 
avariciousness; and that the Bao produced 
by inoculation is about the size of a pea, and is 
never attended with any other eruption. 

“Whatever be the confidence that can be put 
‘in the report of this servant, it is notwithstand- 
‘ing remarkable, as confirming the information 
sent to me from Hanover. I hope, through 
Doctors Ballhorn and Stromeyer, to learn farther 
particulars respecting this fact. I forgot to 
‘mention, that the servant knew nothing of Dr. 
-Jenner’s discovery, and of the experiments to 
which it has led. : 


I was not correct when I stated to, the Com- 
mittee that Dr. Jenner was exclusively the first 
jnoculator from human subject to human subject. 
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There: are two Cases’ of ‘inoculation from the | 
human subject, as Dr. Barry, of Cork, informed — 
me in his letter of October 16, 1800. A: woman 
ill of. the casual Cowpock by handling her in- 
fant then at her. breast, produced: the vaccina. | 
In two years after, this child slept with another 
child in the Smallpox during all its stages, and _ 
was subsequently much exposed to the Small- 
pox. Farther :.this one which had gone through | 
the Cowpock, was inoculated for the Smallpox ;_ 
but in none of these circumstances could the 
Smallpox be excited.—See Medical Annals for ; 
1800, p. 463, and Barry on the Cowpox, p. 8. 


«A gardener gave himself the Cowpox pur- 
posely, by rubbing himself against some person — 
who was affected with it, from a conviction that 
“it would prevent the Smallpox. | This happened . 
several years ago, and though he has often put _ 
himself in the way of the Smallpox infection, — 
and even Jain in the same bed with his children 
when they were covered withit, he has not taken” 
the disease. If Ihad time to make the necessary” 
inquiries, I am sure I could. multiply instances” 
of this kind.’—AMedical and Physical Journal, 


June 1800, Bs) 300. AA: 


The casual Cowpock, or sane has been 
well known in Ireland as long as perhaps the 
Smallpox ;'.and as a preservative against ‘the 
Smallpox; of which Dr. Barry, in a sa ai ine | 


teresting letter, dated Cork, 16th Oct. 1800, 
communicated to me, containing a great number 
‘of instances of persons, oné fifty years ago, 
who had gone through the Shinnach, ever after- 
wards being ‘riedpiabté of taking the Smallpox.— 
See Annals of Medicine for 1800, Vol. V. p. 460. 
Dr. Barry has published a very useful and 
exact account of the nature and effects of the 
Cowpock, at Cork, 8vo. 1800, in which he shews 
how well the casual Cowpock was known by: the 
name Shinach in Ireland before Dr. SaPTERS 
book was published. | 
_ He gives instances of persons having had the 
Cowpock above fifty years ago; and says, one 
woman eighty years of age, asserts, that as long 
as she can'remember the opinion prevailed, that 
people who had the Cowpock cannot take the 
- Smallpox ; and that people purposely exposed them 
’ selves to it, to preserve themselves from the Small-~ 
por.—Barry on Cowpock, pi 10, 40, 41. 
“The intelligent and considerate reader will now _ 
be enabled to judge from the preceding instances, 
whether it merely appears, as is stated in the 
Report, “ that it is not improbable that in some 
rate instances this knowledge was carried one 
step further, and that the Cowpox was com- 
municated either by handling the teat, or by 
inoculation from the animal for the purpose, . 
and with the intention of securing against the 
Smallpox.” —(Report,.p-6.) Or whether, as I 
3 
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- conceive, it would not have been. more con- 
sistent with historical facts to have said, that. it 
has been shown by a number of instances, “ that: 
the Cowpock | was communicated. either « by 
handling the teat, or by inoculation from the 
animal forthe purpose, and with the intention n:o8, 
securing against the Smallpox.” 


III. On the vaccine inoculation from humat 
animal to’ human animal. 

As hath been above stated, the. Petitioner 
asserts, that he has discovered that the Cowpock 
of Cattle “ admits of being inoculated on the 
human frame ;” yet the Honourable Committee 
confess, (if Irightly understand their words) that 
the vaccine: inoculation from cattle, both pur-— 
posely and casually, are not the discovery of the 
Petitioner ;~ but they assert, although the dis-— 
tinction is not made in the petition, that ‘ the 
practice of which. he alleges himself to beithe — 
original inventor *,-is the inoculation :from; one 
human being to another, and the mode of trans- 
ferring indefinitely the vaccine matter without. 
any diminution of its specific power, to. which 
it does not appear that any. person. has ever 
. allegeda title.” | 
x 
-* Ido not possess philologic learning to know. the difference 
borers inventor ’ and or iginal inventor. 


- 


| 85 

Tn this" place the teader canfiot avoid noticing - 
ithe unexpected measure of the honourable Com: 
mittee, not only in, narrowing the ground af 
claim of discovery of’ the Petitioner, to. that of 
‘¢ inoculation from one-human being to another,”’ 
but in starting /a new claim, or one, to which 
there are no pretensions in the Petition; to wit, 
“the mode of transferring, indefinitely, the vac- 
cine matter without any diminution of its specific 
power.’ It will, however; naturally be supposed 
that the evidence in the Report will make it 
appeati that these claims are well grounded ; 
therefore I shall first extract from the pages 13 
to 35, in the first place, the declarations which 
relate|to, the discovery of vaccine inoculation ; and 
2dly, examine the attestations. for the mode of 
transferring the vaccine matter. — 


I. Altestations for the discovery of vaccine in- 
oculation. >< 


“The Waccine inoculation was fever heard of 
until after the publication of Dr. Jenner’s Works. 
(Ash, p. 13.)—Considers Dr. Jenner as the ori- 
ginal discoyerer of vaccine inoculation.., (Wood- 
ville, p.:13.)—-Attributes the discovery solely to 
Dr. Jenner. (Blane, p: 14.)—Considers Dr. 
Jenner as the inventor of vaccine inoculation, 
(Knight, ps 15:)—The inoculation of the Cow- 
pox he considers as having been exclusively in- 
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troduced by Dr: Jenner. (Dale, -ps 19.)—Con- 
-siders Dr. Jenner as exclusively the discoverer. 
(Denman, p. 19.)—He derived his knowledge; 
in the first instance, from Dr. Jenner, afterwards 
from other sources; refers to letters, No. 51, 
of the Report, and Mr. Downe’s letter. (Pearson, 
p. 21.)—Upon being asked whether the inform: 
ation contained in these letters arose from Dr. 
Jenner’s publication of his discovery, or: from 
previous knowledge of vaccine inoculation, he 
answered, That he imagined they were inde- 
pendent of each other; he states, that the dis- 
covery of inoculating with the vaccine matter, — 
from one human being 'to another, is exclusively 
Dr. Jenner’s. He further states, that, although — 
Dr. Jenner first set on foot the vaccine inoculation, 
a was established by the extensive practice of — 
other persons ; to wit, Dr. Woodville and him- 
self, who both published treatises and lists of 
cases on the subject: he said, that they had, in ~ 
the course of this practice, discovered some er- 
ror in the theory and opinions first published by 
Dr, Jenner ; which opinions, however, he said, 
on being questioned, Dr. Jenner had not re- 
tracted, or admitted to be erroneous ; and being i 
asked whether Mr. Cline had not inoculated. 
with vaccine matter, furnished by .Dr. Jenner, 
before Dr. Woodville began the practice? he — 
_ said, he could not distinctly recollect. (Pearson, — 
pies. }—Considers Dr. Jenner as the Bhs tp 
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whom much merit is due, for ‘publishing the 
cases of vaccine “inoculation, which practice he 
never heard of before that publication. (Keate, 
p- 25.)—-He looks upon Dr. Jenner as the au- 
thor of the vaccine inoculation, and believes no . 
medical man doubts it. (Bradley, p. 30.)—He 
never heard of vaccine inoculation préviousto — 
its introduction by Dr. Jenner.’ (Farquhar, - 
p- 30.)—Considers Dr. Jenner as the author of 
vaccine inoculation. (King, p. 31.)—Dr. Jen 
ner first ascertained the various and important 
facts upon this subject. (Saunders, p. 32.)—. 
Looked upon Dr. Jenner to be the discoverer of 
vaccine inoculation. (Lettsom, p. 33.)—-Con» 
siders Dr, Jenner as the original proposer of vac- 
cine inoculation, (Frampton, p. 35.) 
The above testimonies vary in their terms, but 
they seem reducible to three different heads. 
‘Ist. The words of some of the evidences, as I 
understand, import that Dr, Jenner is the in- 
ventor of vaccine inoculation of every kind, 
without Jimitation; and consequently we are 
‘not warranted in confining the discovery to any 
‘one of the kinds above distinguished. (p. 10.) 
2. The words of other evidences can only be 
understood, as I think, to mean that he is the 
_ original introducer of the vaccine inoculation, 
And $dly, My evidence is the only. one in 
which distinction is made of the kind of inocu- 
attohsy and which is the single evidence i in fa- 
D3 
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_-vour of the’ question under examination ; viz, 


that the Petitioner was the first ‘inoculator for 
the vaccine pock, from the human animal to the 
human animal; but having given proofs ‘that 
other persons had inoculated, purposely, from 
the Cow long before him, however fair, a very 
different conclusion might have been, I chose ta 
give the most favourable one to the Petitioner’s 
interest, by saying I “ imagined,” or conjectured, 
that his inoculations and theirs, were indes 
pendent of each other.” 

Had I thought fit to have cgcans against fhe 
pecuniary interests of the Petitioner, surely a fait 
opportunity was afforded by the knowledge I pos-. 
“sessed of many examples of Inoculation for the 
‘Cowpock, previously to the seven Cases which he 
published ; but I gave it as my opinion, thatthe 
different trials were made independent of each — 
other, as the Committee have very rightly ‘in- 
serted, and no doubt for the advantage’ of the 
Petitioner, Further, I more than once declared 
that I thought the question of reward could’ not 
justly be affected by any number of antecedent 
inoculated cases, because the public derived:no — 
benefit from them ; nor should I have stirred to 
prove that such antecedent experiments had 
been made, but for the tenacity to maintain the 
claim of being the first Vaccine Inoculator, and 
the resistance to admit what I deemed very 
sReintactory evidence ; this SEES the case, iv was 
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impelled, for the defence of truth, to state that. 
evidence in so strong a light as to have been 
irresistibly admissible ; and in course proved ied 
assertion. | ' 


~ 


It may seem very . coun ordi that there — 


‘should appear no contravening evidence. but 
mine, and what was excited by my investiga- 


tion of the history of the Cowpock, published. 


in 1798, to the claims in the Petition, to the 
invention of inoculation of the Cowpock from 
Cattle; not is there in any other part of. the 
Report any distinction made between inocu- 
lation from “ cattle” and imoculation from the 
human creature. I am told by Dr.’ Wood- 


ville, indeed, that in his deposition ‘* he de- _ 


clared he did not know who was the first vac- 
cine inoculator,” and referred for the proofs on 


this point, to my publication of 1798; but I | 


meanino imputation by this observation, on the 
contrary I have no doubt that the. honourable 


Committee were still perfectly justifiable in ‘not _ 


inserting that part of Dr; Woodville’s evidence; 
_ but in giving another part of it. Perhaps some 
light may be let in by observing: that. the evi- 


_ dence appears to have been nearly closed * be- 


* It is not necessary to assign the reason, but it is proper to 
remark that the evidences are not inserted’in the printed Re- 
port in the order of the examinations, but with some pains are. 
differently placed; and yet its obvious that the: bebo aig 
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fore I was called upon ; and Heilefoss it seems 
probable. that I should not have been sum- 
monsed ta attend; nor any of those who subses 
quently gave the BY eee evidence on the. quess 
tion of discovery, but for the letter of Mr. | 
| Drew, p. 20 (No. 44, Report,) in which my name 
was quoted; from thence, -as 1 was informed by 
Dr, Nelson, at that time under examination at 
the Committee, Sir “William Elford proposed 
that Sir George Baker and myself should receive 
_ summonses. 

It is necessary for me to ‘nabs that, accords. 
ing to the words inserted in the Report, and 
which I acknowledge to have been mine, it will, 
I conceive, be: understood (for otherwise the 
evidence is nugatory) I attested that the Pe-— 
titioner not only afforded exclusively . the jirst 
known instances of vaccine inoculation from human 
animal to human animal, agreeably to my meane 
‘ing; but that he established exclusively. the fact 
of the permanent preservation of the antivariolous 
efficaciousness af the vaccine matter, produced. 
in the animal ceconomy, by inoculating succes: 
sively an indefinite number of human creatures, — 
together withthe mildness of the disease so pros 
duced ; which certainly was not my meaning, as 


is not made according to the kind of evidence delivered: 
‘Hence the depositions under my name are set down at No. 18, 


But, according to the order of time, they should have noes ab 9) 
_ @#boat No, 40. ae 


41 ts 
would have most clearly appeared, if the other 
part of my evidence had been printed in. the 
Report. I cannot assert positively that my words 
svere written down, but I dare swear that, I de- 
clared to the Committee that I disallowed the Pe- 
titioner’s right to the fact in, the sense just .men- 
tioned, in as much as the whole of his experience 
amounted to but seven or eight cases of inocue 
lation, and a part only of these |seven or eight, 
-yiz. four, were from human subject to human 
subject, until long after Dr. Woodville and my- 


\ 


self had published several hundred instances of . 


inoculated yaccina * from human subject to 
human subject.. Jt is incumbent. on me, hows 
ever, to state the proofs.for this assertion. 

In June, 1798, Dr. Jenner first published his 


Inquiry into the Cowpox;” in which it.ap, 


pears that the first experiment of inoculation from 
the Cow, was in May, 17.96, p. 32, Case xviii; 


* The author says his experience ‘ proved that the matter, 


in passing from one human subject to another, through fi ve 


gradations, lost none of its original properties, J. Barge being 
; the fifth who received the infection successively from Walliam 


Sumers, the boy to whom it was eommunicated from the. 


Cow.” . (P. 44, Inquiry, 1798.)—Now Sumers_ furnished 


matter for Pead, from Pead it was communicated to Excell, 


from her to Mary Pead, and from Pead to Barge.” The num- 

. per which successively were inoculated from ‘human subjeet 
to human subject was. not five but four. This is an’ inade 
_ wertency, but proper to’ be noticed, as the error canton to 
‘ he propagated by compilers, 
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after this, Hi s says, ‘the tesearches * were interrupted 


till the spring! of the year, 1798, when the se- — 


‘cond’ case of inoculation: from the Cow was. af- 
forded, P: 37, Case xix; but.Cases Xx, xxi, XXxii, 
“Xxiii, are those of four generations of the human 


stibjéct:. I take for granted, that no confessedly _ 
judicious physician would,’ from these. instances, © 


feel himself warranted’ in’ making any conclu- , 


sions, further than finding in them a justification 


of more trials ; which, indeed, was’the opinion ~ 


of the author himself, as’ is’ manifested by his . 


inference from the preceding experiments: 


“Should it be asked whether this investigation — 


_ is a matter of mere Curidsity, or whether it tends 
to any beneficial purpose? I should answer, 


that, notwithstdnding the happy effects of ino- — 
culation, with all the improvements which the: _ 
practice has received since its first introduction | 


into this country, it*Hiet very unfrequently pro- 


duces deformities of the skin, and sometimes, — 
under the best management, proyes fatal. But 


as I have never known fatal effects arise from 


the. Cowpox, even when impressed in_ the most 
unfavourable manner, producing extensive in= — 
flammation and suppuration on the hands: and 
as it clearly, appears that this disease leaves the 


constitusion ina state of perfect security from 


the infection of the Smallpox, may we not infer 4 


that a mode of inoculation may be introduced pre- 


ferable to- that-at present adopted, especially 
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among those families, which, from previous cir- 
-eumstances, we may judge to be: alee to 

have the disease unfavourably.” tt 
From the time of the above “Uiblieatioh) inh une, 
1798, the author contributed no ‘further inocu- 
Jated cases to the end of that year; nor could:E- 
do more than investigate the history of the Cows 
_ pox *, principally by inquiries among provincial 
‘physicians and farmers, from whom I was-en- 
abled to confirm some of the facts in Dr. Jen- 
ner’s book, and to render doubtiul or disprove 
others; and to bring to light new observations. 
_Waccine matter was’ in vain inquired for ;:and 
Dr. Jenner had discontinued the inoculation 
about the time of publishing his book: above- 
mentioned si But from the curiosity excited by my 
inquiries among the milk farmers near London, 
as appears from the Inquiry into the Cowpox, 
which I published, but principally owing to the 
attention of Dr, Woodville; information was com- 
municated in January, 1799, that the Cowpox 
was. ‘epibootic in Gray’s-inn-lane ;\ and. at the © 
same time I received the agreeable intelligence 
that this disease was also raging in the largest 
--stock of Cows ‘on the: New Road,» near Pad- — 
pengton, to which HO one could gain germng: 
+ Haha i into! the ageiee of stig sie ae tah Peatson 
&vo. 1798, ° 


44 

but myself. With vaccine matter procured from 
these sources, Dr. Woodville instituted the — 
trials of the new inoculation in the Smallpox 
Hospital*; and I carried on mine in certain: 
situations instead of the Smallpox, and among 
such persons as I induced to undergo the expe- 
riment ; besides, we promoted the practice by 
furnishing +Dri Jenner, of Berkley, and other 
practitioners, with London vaccine matter for 
the repetition of the Cowpock inoculation in 
Gloucestershire and other places, iy 

In about two months, fo wit, by the mideey i 
March, we had inoculated upwards of 160 per- 
sons, which was about twenty times the number . 
inoculated at any former period by any one ino- 
culator ; without having had occasion to recur to 
the Cow for fresh matter. And I issued the 
following printed letter t, dated March 12, 
1799, among more than 200 practitioners of the 
united ra Ra to report the progress of bios: | 


hevdita of a Series of Inoculation, &c. &ec. By William i 
‘Woodville, M.D. Physician to the Smallpox and 4 Inoculation 
Hospitals. London, 8vo. 1799. 


+ Further Observations on the Variolz Vaccine, or Cows, 
pox. By Edward Jenner, M.D. &c, 4to. London, 1799. 


t Medical and Physical Journal for April, 1799, vol. I. 
p- 1333 and London Medical Review for April, 1799, vol. I. 
Pp: 201.—Tilloch’s Philosophical Magazine, 1799.” 


at 
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new Jnocladivias with inclosed thread * i impree- 


{ nated with vaccine matter. 


SIR, * Leicester-square, March 12, 1799. 
I hope you will pardon me for taking. the 


| liberty to inform you, by way of additional evi- 


dence to the testimonies. I have published on the 
subject of the. Cowpox, that upwards of one 


_ hundred and sixty patients, from two weeks to 

- forty years of age, principally infants, have been — 
_ inoculated since the 20th of January last, by Dr. 
- Woodville and myself, separately. 


I shall af present only communicate the fol- 


| lowing observations : 


I. Not one mortal case occurred. 

II, Not one of the patients was considered to 
be dangerously ill. 

III. Although the extreme cases of the sev ere 


kind which ordinarily occur in the same number” 


of cases in the inoculated Smallpox did not occur 


in the above practice, and although many of the 


_ patients were even more slightly disordered: con- 
_ stitutionally ; yet the whole amount of the con; 


stitutional illness seemed to be as great asin the 


"same number of patients in the inoculated Small- 


pox eo 


_.* For the evidence of the ‘communications ‘to ) “many - 


| Practitioners, the Reader must be content for the present with 


» the continual reference in the public journals, in 1792 and 


1800, to me, on account’ of matter. 
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iWin None of the patients, namely, above sixtyy 


hitherto inoculated for the ‘Smallpox, »subse- 
quently to the. vaccine disease, took . the ins 
fection. . 

_V: One of the most important facts 4 is, that 
the local affection in the inoculated part, on the 
“whole, was less considerable, and of shorter 
duration, than i in the inoculated’ Smallpox. ’ 

VI. In many of the cases eruptions on the 
body appeared, some of which could not be 
distinguished ‘from the Smallpox. 


T have sent the matter of the Cowpox pustule, . 


on the thread inclosed, in order, if you approve 


‘ } 


of the inquiry, to inoculate with it ; and Tine.’ 


treat you to favour me with the set of your 


trials: but I must trouble you to apply the test — 


of inoculating with variolous: matter sea es ed 
to the vaccine disorder. 
I have the honour to be, &c. &e, | 
ps. I am happy to be able to state, that at 
Berkley, Dr. Jenner has continued his trials of 


inoculation with. vaccine matter, sent from Lon- 


don, with good success. 


ol should have given you a more circumstantial — 


account of the cases here alluded to, but I think 


it unnecessary, as Dr. Woodville has a pamphlet ~ 


in the press on the subject. 


4 


At the same time, and in the course of the year, 


I extended the dissemination of vaccine matter — 


to Germany, as can be shown by letters and re- 


AT, : 
ports from: Madame ‘Neale ’* “for the’ Princéss 
Louisa at Berlin’; of Mess. Ballhorn and. Stro- 
meyer, of Hanover; of Dr. de-Carro; Dr. Ferro, 
and Dr. Frank, of Vienna, &c.—to Geneva, as 
_ appears from the letters of Dr. Odier ;—to Portu- 
gal for the Prince Regent +, by: Mr. Correa de 
_ Serra; and by Mr. Murphy;—to America, through 
the hands of .Dr. ‘Waterhouse, Currie, Hossack, 
_Chicester, Mitchell, and :others ;—to Paris and 
* I think the first parcel of Vaccine matter, was sent, to 
j Berlin, in the winter of 1799, which succeeded so well that 
4 another demand was made in May, 1800. : 
«« §. A. Supplie d’envoyer par le Docteur Pearson de if 
_matiére de’ Cowpox et elle a parfaitement reussi ict.” —Lettre 
de Madame Neale, Berlin, 10 de Mai, 1800.°' ihe te 
_ “ Cette Inoculation a parfaitement reussi ici, & je suis par- 
faitement rassurée. . On m/a dit que le Dr. Pearson est mort 
depuis été derniere, c’est pourquoi Je,ne lui a pas ecrit moi 
*méme pour lui rendre compte des succés de cette Inoculation 
ici. Aucun enfans n’a été fait malade, aucun d’eux n’a repris 
les petites veroles méme en les faisant coucher dans le mémé 


lit avec des Enfans dont Veruption etoit trés forte. *—=Lettre 
de - » Berlin, December 27,1800. 


= 


4+ Translation, from the Portuguese, of the’ Order for the 


Vaccine Matter.—The Prince Regent’ our ‘Lord, has it for 


service that you should send some-more matter of the Cowpox, 
_ because with that you sent some experiments were made on 
subjects, on which the inoculation. had no effect,, but which, 
inoculated afterwards with the-pus of the natural Smallpox, it 
_ likewise had no effect. oor save you. Falace of Sieg on 
the 9th of ‘June, TOO. tee. Pin 
“ . D, Roprico pe Soh 5 iesbewoa 
Mr. Jane ae de Serra, 


= 


* 
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other parts of Frarice, on the application of Mri 


de Liancourtsand the Medical Committee of the _ 
Ecole Medicale ;into the ‘eight army meshigeas | 


_ Mr. Keate, — 


. In May 1799; Dr. Finacial in a second pub- | 
lication*,; reports his experience with the 
vaccine matter sent to him at Berkley by Dr. 
Woodville and myself, first on two children: and — 


from one of these were’ inoculated at one time 
eighteen more patients, who all took the disease. 


An infant, twenty hours old, was also inocu- 
lated, and a boy, who the day before the in- 
sertion sickened with the measles. — 43 
“In this treatise a case of inoculated Cowpock 
in the summer, 1798, by Mr. Cline, 1s related, | 
which I mention for the sake of noticing the 
question of the Committee, who (on my stating 
that the Petitioner had done nothing after his 


| publication i in 1798 to. promot¢ the inoculation, 


till after Dr. Woodville and myself had carried 
our experiments to a great extent in #799) 
asked me whether or nol recollected Mr. Cline’s — 
practice. I answered, I could not say I did. 
distinctly, but that could only bea single case. 


Now from the mode in which’ this answer is 


inserted in the Report, one would suppose it — 
Was destined to aes my statement ; but, I. one 


of , 


* Further Observations on the Variolee Vaccine or Cow= — 


- pox, &e. By Edward: Jenner, M. D. 4to. London, 1779. 
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case sutely ought not to have that effect’; 2. the 
- public had no benefit from the case, for it was 
not: published till the year after it occurred. 
This case of Mr. Cline’s was. the only one that 


‘ could be produced by the examining Member 


of the Committee, by the Petitioner, who is 
allowed to be present~and propose questions ; 
and by the assistant friends of the Pouca 


who also suggested questions. 
In May 1799, Dr. Woodville | pnt icd his 


Report above cited. He inoculated between 


/ 


‘the 2ist of January and 18th of March, 200 


persons, and subsequently 400 rhore, for the most _ 


part. successively, without recurring to the Cow 
for matter. It istrue that many of these vaccine 


_ . cases were conjoined'with the Smallpox from the 


influence probably of the variolous infection ; but 
as the eruptive cases exhibited the genuine Cow- 
pock on the part inoculated, and the matter of it 


very generally propagated the Vaccina, without 


eruptions, in private practice and in the country, 


itis fairto admit them into the class of ae ii 


cases. 


In May 1799, Dr. Woodville reports * that up- 


_ wards of 300 more cases of inoculated Cowpock 


had been under-his care’ since «his Reports. i in 


q May preceding. 


* London Medical Review and Magazine for June, 1799, 
p: 397. 
E 


| 6B. 
In? August. 1799}, I published. the fol» 


lowing brief statement of my experience up to_ 


this date, in which I referred to some Reports 


of inoculated cases communicated to me in con- - 


sequence of my circular letter in acne pre- 
ceding, - ; 


A Statement of the Progress in the Vaccirie Ino- 
culation; and Experiments to determine some 

~ important Facts belonging to the Vaccine Dis- 
ease. By Grorcrt Pearson, M.D.F.R.S. 
Physician to St. George's Hospital, &é, 


From the Philosophical Magazine for August 17996 


The collection of testimonies which I pub: 
lished, in November last; in my: Jnguzry con- 


cerning the History of. the Cowpox ; and the Cit- 
cular Letter, which I issued in March, stating 


the progress of the Vaccine Inoculation, and con- _ 


taining thread impregnated with matter, have 
procured me much information. In particular, 
through the recommendation of the Surgeon-ge- 


neral, Thomas Keate, Esq. the new practice has — 


_ been introduced into the army ; of which a va- 
luable report has been already communicated 


+See the London Review for August, 1799, p. 612,and the ~ 


® 


Medical and Physical Journal for Awe rf 97, and Septet 


ber, p. 213,.1799.. 


ea 
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I have been also so fortunate as to. obtain per- 
mission to practise the new ‘noculation in certain 
situations where great, numbers, would have been 
inoculated for the Smallpox,. The cases from 
these sources, and a pretty large stock from pri- 
vate practice, form a valuable body of evidence, 
by means of ‘which the professional. public will 
be enabled to estimate (I do not. say precisely) 
the value of the mew practice; and also answer 
many of the queries, and supply some of the de- . 
‘ficient parts of the history of the vaccine disease, 
which were stated in the Inquiry above men- 
tioned. But such are my occupations at present, 
and in all likelihood such they will be for a con- 
siderable time, that I cannot at this time ar- 
range, for the use of the public, the valuable. 
materials transmitted to me. It will, however, 
perhaps be not without utility at this time first to 
state a few general results. from the vaccine ino- 
culation; and secondly, to relate some ¢rials, 
from which I apprehend conclusions can war- 
rantably be drawn to omer the investigation 
now going forward. 

Not much more than six months have elapsed 
since the opportunity was afforded, by the 
breaking out of the vaccine disease in two prin- 
cipal milch farms near London, of obtaining 
matter for propagating the same disease among 
human creatures. The mew inoculation was im- 

E 2 
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mediately introduced in London, and soon af- 
terwards in the neighbourhood, as well as in 
many provincial situations. It is with sincere 
satisfaction that we can now reckon, at the | 
fewest, 2000 persons who have passed through 
the Cowpox by inoculation. | But. in this num- 
ber L include the very large proportion furnished 
by ‘him who, so beneficially to the public, and 
honourably to himself, possesses the office of 
Physician to the Smallpox Hospital.’ From the 
above experience we receive, as I sided. im- 
ae information. 

. Of the above number it appears that one 
ae died ; (Woodville’s Reports, p. 151.) and 
to avoid controversy, let us allow that the death 


was occasioned solely by the inoculation. Now, — 


according to the justest calculation I have been 
able to make, as in the inoculated Smallpox one — 
in 200* dies from the disease; it is evident, in ~ 


-* Tam fully aware that so great a proportion as one in 200 © 
will not be allowed by many practitioners. And to persons. 
who have been told, and believe, that inoculation for the — 
Smallpox “ scarcely ever does any harm,”—that certain prac« 
titioners have inoculated many thousands without losing a pa- 
tient—that others have told their friends <* they never hada 


fatal inoculated case in their whole lives”—I say to such per- 


sons, no advantage, on the score of saving life, will be allowed 
from the Cowpox. But I have conversed with many candid and. 
experienced practitioners, and they are well satisfied that, I am. 
warranted in the above statement of deaths in the inoculated 


a 


~ 


| eer ary 
is { 4 ‘ 
the present state of the practice, that the propor- 


tion of fatal cases in the inoculated Smallpox, to. 


the inoculated : Cowpox, i is as 10 to 1. 

2, The constitutional affection, or fever, which 
occurs in the Cowpock about the 9th day after 
inoculation, is much more considerable in many 
cases than was apprehended from the first ac- 
count by Dr. Jenner, although in a great pro- 
: portion of cases it is extremely slight, and in 
many. cannot be observed at all. But I must 
correct my statement in March last, in which I 
said, “ Although the extreme cases of the severe 
kind, which ordinarily occur in the same number 
of cases in the inoculated Smallpox, did not oc- 
. cur in the new practice, and although many of the 
patients were even more slightly disordered con- 
stitutionally, yet the whole amount of the con- 
stitutional illness seemed to be as great as in the 
same number of patients in the inoculated Small- 
pox.” Since that Report, or at least for the last 

variola. I beg leave to say farther, that I believe more per- 
sons in proportion have died of the inoculated Smallpox within 
‘a few years, than died in the same time 20 years ago, And 
this may be accounted for from the unwarrantable assertions 


that the ineculated Smallpox.was not attended with any dan- 


ger; hence the practice is often trusted i in the hands of per- 
sons not sufficiently acquainted with the treatment fit for dif- 
‘ferent states of the human constitution. I add, that nobody at 
this time believes the above death was from the Vaccina. 


a 
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four months, as far as I have observed and been 


able to learn from others, the whole amount of 
the constitutional illness was not one half of the 


‘whole amount in an equal number of patients 
inoculated for the Smallpox. Now, whether 
the greater mildness of the disease depended on 
the different ‘state of the human constitution in 
- the summer’ from that of winter, as seems to me 
most ‘probable; or that it depended on the dif- 
- ference in the state of the Vaccine ‘matter, - must 
be determined by future experience in the same 
seasons. ala | 

- 8. The most remarkable ‘difference in the 
practice of the last winter, and present summer, 
has been with regard to the eruptions which so 
often occurred, especially in the Smallpox Hos- 
pital; which eruptions, in many instances, could 


not be distinguished from those of the Smallpox, | 


and which were wholly unexpected from the 
original description by Dr. Jenner. No expla- 
nation hitherto given consists with the observa- 
tions ‘relative to these eruptive cases ; but the 
facts are as Dr. Woodville states (Med. Mag.), 
that they have occurred much less frequently this 
summer than in the spring and winter preceding. 
In my private practice, not a single case with 


‘eruptions resembling the Smallpox has occurred 


these last four months, 'and but a small propor- 
‘tion with any eruptions of other kinds. From 


- 
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my correspondents I have not hada single case of. 
eruptions like the variolous since that of Dr. 
-Redsearne’s, of Lynn; nat one of this sort in 
Mr. Kelson’s, of Seven Oaks, report of about 
100 patients; not one in Dr. Mitchell’s, of 
Chatham, of about 50 patients; not one in the 
_ Feport of near 100 patients from Dr. Harrison, of 
Horncastle, communicated to the Right Hon. | 
Sir Joseph Banks; and, in short, not one case 
with these eruptions appears in the agcounts from 
my other correspondents, | rae ie 

4, The arms have manifested, in many in- 
stances, a much more extensively spreading red 
areola around the inoculated part than is usual in 
the Smallpox ; which redness sometimes extend- 
ed over the greater part of the whole arm. . This 
- appearance is very alarming to both the patient - 
and the inexperienced practitioner; -but no 
danger seems to be attendant on such a state of 
the parts; for it disappears in at most two or 
_ three days, by no means gives pain in proportion 
to its appearance, and, in the cases I have seen, 
affects the constitution very little. I would ra-. 
‘ther call this. spreading redness: of the skin ery- 
thema than erysipelas, As to phagedenic ulcers, 
as they have been called, ensuing from the ino- 
culated part, many sore arms have been pro- 
‘duced; but nine out of ten were occasioned, or 
at least much aggravated, by the tightness of the 
‘clothes; by allowing the linen:to stick to the 
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sere; by scratching the pustule; and sometimes 


by emollient poultices. The experience we’ 


have had, then, since January last, in London 


and in the country, does not agree exactly vit 
Dr. Jenner’s account concerning the state of the | 


arms: he thinks some’ new applications of a 


Caustic nature necessary, in many Cases, to pre-, 


vent secondary symptoms from the sores; but in 
Dr. Woodville’s Report, p. 155, my correspon- 
dents, and my own practice, there has not been 
found any want of a eaetgat for ach a A 
pose. 


tainty of the action of the Cowpock on the hu- 
man ‘constitution in producing unsusceptibility of 


taking subsequently the Smallpox; I can only — 


at present say, that I have inoculated many 


scores with Smallpox matter after the vaccine — 


disease, and never with the effect of exciting the 
Smallpox. But I have had accounts sent to me; 
not of people taking the Smallpox after the ino- 
culated Cowpock, but of these taking the Small- 

pox after the Cowpock in the casual way. “I 
‘have, indeed, been desired to see even some of 
my own patients who, I was acquainted, had 


taken the Smallpox after the Cowpock ; but these — 


cases turned out to be either those in which the 
Cowpock had not in reality preceded, or they 
were cases of merely local affection from the in- 
oculated Smallpox, With respect to the facts of 


5: ‘Concerning the important point of the cers 
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- other onsbaliaii es, I shall at a future time make — 
some remarks on them, to render their accounts 
consistent with those of Dr. J enner, Dr. Wood- 
ville, and mine. In the mean time I will not 
‘allow that any person’s evidence is on this point 
much to be depended upon, unless he really. 
know what are characters of the Cowpock pus- 
tule, and what are those of the-variolous and . 
some other common eruptions. 

From the preceding general results, ase 
entering into amore particular account, I think 
we may safely conclude, that the Cowpock ino- 
- culation is. attended with advantages sufficient to 
force its way speedily into general practice, and 
thatof course it will supersede and ultimately ex- 
tin guish the Smallpox: but this conclusion is only 
drawn provisionally, v7z. that no new facts shall 
arise adverse to the experience now possessed. 

With regard to the second object of this pa- 
per, Dr. Jenner, very usefully to human society, 
and very honourably to himself, first published 
some Facts, which I thought it my duty, in 
common with other members of the profession, 
to investigate, and have laid before the public. 
-Among these facts: the 4th and 5th were asserted 
‘by me in these terms: 7 A | 

IV. A person having been affected with the spe- 
crfic. fever and local disease produced by the Cow- 
pox poison, is liable to be again affected, as before, 
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by the same poison ; and yet such person is not Sus 
ceptible of the Smallpox. 

V. A person is susceptible of the Coin soi 


a has antecedently been affected with the Smallpox. 


“Neither of these facts being supported by any 


analogy, a great part of the. public seemed in- 


Zé 


clined to disbelieve them; and-not only inclined 
to disbelieve these facts, but the credit of the | 
others was for obvious reasons thereby weakened. 
It may be seen in my Inquiry, that I thought 


_ the assertions stood in need of confirmation, 


which I was not only unable to procure, but 
contravening evidence was obtained. Some of 
my correspondents not only asserted that men 


- ‘were not affected more than once, but that the | 


same Cows had not been known to be affected — 


more than once. | It was also positively asserted 


by some, that “ a person is not liable to the 
infection of the Cowpock after going through the 
Smallpox, (p. 49, Inquiry:) and I saw persons — 


pitted with the Smallpox who had been much 


exposed to the Cowpock without taking it, (Jord. 
p. 50.) . Notwithstanding my confidence in 
Dr. Jenner’s evidence, I could not help pointing 
out, in the following words, what I apprehend- 


ed was a source of error in both cases :— ‘The _ 


evidence for this fact, (viz. IV.) to my appre-_ 
hension, only proves satisfactorily that the local 
affection of the Cowpox may occur in the same 
person more thanonce ; but whether the peculiar — 
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fever also occurs more than once in the same’ 
son from the Cowpox poison does not appr 
certain, and must be determined by future ol - 
servations made with a particular view to this 
point.” Farther: I was so dissatisfied “that I 
‘wrote to Dr. Jenner to answer my query, ‘Whe- 
ther, in the instances of the Cowpox occurring 
more than once in the same person, it was ‘cer- 
tain that the specific fever was present more than 
once? The Doctor very obligingly answered my 
letter, and says, (see Dr. Jenner’s Letter, p. 99, 
of my Jnguiry,) .“ You may be assured that a 
‘person may be repeatedly affected both locally and 
_ generally by the Cowpox ; two instances of which 
I have adduced, and have many more in my 
recollection.” But he very candidly adds: 
«© Nevertheless, on this important point, I have 
some reason to suspect that my discriminations 
have not been, till lately, sufficiently nice.” 
With respect to Fact. V. I said in my Znguiry, 
p. 49: “ It seems sufficiently authenticated that 
. people may have the Cowpox after they have 
had the Smalipox ; but it will require more nice 
“attention to satisfy the query, Whether, in such 
cases, the Cowpox affects the whole constitution, 
‘er is only a local affection?’ Subsequently to 
‘this observation I find Dr. Jenner himself, from 
a theoretical consideration, offers as a “* con- 
jecture what experiment must finally determine 
that they who have had the Smallpox are not 
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afterwards susceptible of the primary action of 
the Cowpox virus.” (Farther Observations, &c. 
vodhat Jenner, M. D, ‘ge, p. $2.) 
| I shall now relate the ¢rials I have instituted, 
and the observatians I have made, to obtain 
_ determinations with respect to these important 
_ questions of facts. 


Trials to determine whether or not Persons are sus- 
* ceptible of having the Cowrock VesicLe and 
“FEvER, who have undergone the Smallpox. 


The four first under-named gentlemen being 
engaged with me in prosecuting physical in- 
quiries, were desirous to experience, in their 
own persons, the effects of the vaccine poison. 

1. Mr. Dangerfield was inoculated in one arm 
by means of a puncture with a lancet stained 
with fresh but dried matter, rendered fluid by- 
steam just before it was inserted, The other 
arm was inoculated with thread impregnated 
with vaccine matter, by passing it through the 
skin. On viewing the arms in three days time, 
that with the thread appeared inflamed, showing 
a red elevated small-spot ; the other arm, which 
had been punctured, barely shewed a red mark, 
The punctures had smarted for about twenty-four 
hours, but no other effects were produced. These 
red spots disappeared in a few days. 

Inthree weeks further the inoculation was again 
instituted, but with fluid lymph applied, imme- 
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: diately from the pustule of a patient present, ‘to 
punctures in each arm. © More’ smarting ‘and 
more inflammation were produced by this inocu- 
lation than’ by’ the former.’ A small'quantity of 
pus was produced in the little red spots from'the 
punctures in about six or seven days, but no dis- 
order arose in’ the whole constitution. 

~ Mr. Dangerfield was next inoculated in one 
arm with variolous matter.. In the evening: of 
the day of inoculation inflammation appeared, 
which increased to a greater degree and extent 
than from the vaccine inoculations. A small 
~phlegmonic tumor in the part inoculated with 
variolous matter, continued fora fortnight, during 
which *time it’ suppurated, and the pus from it 
did not heal in less than three weeks further. 
There was no constitutional affection ; but there 
was pain in the os in about five si from | 
_ the inoculation: a 

2. Mr. Pollock was. pada baioa in each arm 

with alancet armed with fluid matter immedi- 
_ ately on taking it from a patient. A little smart- 
"ing was felt for a day or two, and the parts ino- 
culated were red for several days; but no puss — 
tules arose, nor constitutional affection: . 

°3. Mr. Perkins was inoculated by puncturing 
- onéarm with a lancet stained with recent vaccine — 
matter, and’ the other:was inoculated with vario= 
lous matter.’ A red spot was seen on each of the 
_ parts inoculated the day following ; and an itch- 
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ing sensation, especially from the vaccine matter, 
was* experienced for a day or two. The parts 
remained elevated and inflamed a little for a few 
days further, and then got well without suppu- 
rating, or being attended by | any — dis- 
order. | , | ) 
4. Mr. Armitage, yhise constitution. was fas 
and muscular, was inoculated in each arm; with 
a lancet stained with hmpid vaccine matter, im- 
mediately on ‘taking it from a patient present. 
A:small red spot was observed the day following; 
and a little burning sensation was complained of ; 
the red spots grew larger and larger for four or 
five days, and at length produced a small unequal 
hard tumor, in which a little pus was generated 5. 
but the parts soon got well without any attending 
disorder of the whole constitution. ! | 

In a fortnight after this, each arm was inocu- 
lated with variolous matter. More inflammation 
than from vaccine inoculation arose in a few — 
days, with :small tumors, which: suppurated : 
the parts inoculated remained sore for more 
than a fortnight, but no feverish symptoms ever - 
appeared. : 

5.°G. Poa boy 12 2 years of age, who ie gone 
through the Smallpox ten years before, was ino- — 
culated in one arm with recent vaccine matter, 
which had been dried on a lancet, and was - 
moistened just before it was inserted. The day 
following not so much as a red spot of the part 


inoculated was seen, nor had there been. any 
uneasy sensation. He was therefore inoculated 
a second time, but with fluid lymph immediately 
from a patient. ) 

The day after the second inoculation an itching 
sensation of the punctured part was complained 
of, which continued for two or three days, The 
part punctured had a small red elevated ..spot 
_ upon it the day after the inoculation, which grew 
gradually larger for four or five, days, and be- 
came a little phlegmonic tumor, but without 
any red surrounding areola. In a few days the 
little swelling subsided, but a red and_ rather 
_ sore spot remained for a week longer. No dis- 
order of the whole constitution was perceived. 

6. Dr. Woodville inoculated me in one ‘arm 
with vaccine lymph from asubject,present.. The 
punctured part smarted a little all the remainder 
of the day of the inoculation, and also the day 
following. In twenty-four hours a red spot on 
the inoculated part was seen exactly like that 
which is often seen in the same time when either 
the vaccine or variolous infection has taken. | 
effect, and which increased for another day ;. but 
after this the redness vanished, and no sore was - 
ag ; ‘3 | 
I once accidentally punctured the back of my 
hand with a lancet which had fluid vaccine mat- 
ter.upon it. The consequence was, a circume 
scribed, very small, red, hard tumor: this re- 
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mained for a fortnight; then ’suppurated, and 
afterwards burst. The part soon healed, but left 
avery small superficial cicatrix. 

As belonging to this head, I mention, that I 
have seen in, several instances, nurses with small, 
red, conical tumors on their lips and cheeks, 
and sometimes hands ; evidently from the appli- _ 
cation of Cowpock matter of the children under 
their care during the vaccine inoculation. These 
little tumors’ sometimes remained for several 
weeks, and a particle of pus was formed im 
them: they never were attended by any fever 
symptoms, nor by any surrounding erythematous 
areola.—I here speak of nurses who’ had cee | 
before passed through the Smallpox. 

‘Thave no hesitation to refer the following cases, 
to this head of unsusceptibility of taking the 
Cowpox, to having sa gaa gone nbc ok 
sinallpox. 

>A Servant of Thomas Kings mis about 18 
years of age, was brought up aurie his infancy 
under circumstances in which he could get no 
testimony to his having had, or nof having had, 


*. the Smallpox. Not having undergone this dis- - 


ease to his own knowledge, it was thought ad- 
viseable, in order to resist the Smallpox, with 
which his fellow-servant was seized, to inoculate 
him: for the Cowpox. This I did on Thursday- 
the 23d of March, in one arm with matter on a 
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lancet, and in the other, with dried matter on a 
bit of thread, 45 | . 
4th Day, Sunday 26. ‘The parts Lseninted Wes 
smartéd for the two first days, and they now 
weré red and a little elevated, as if the, infection 
had taken effect. _ eon) 
' 6th Day, Tuesday 28, Inflammiation had al: 
most entirely gorie off: inoculated a second time, 
in both arms with matter from a different patient. 
3d Day of second Inoculation, Thursday 30. 
Punctured parts appeared inflatned. 
6th Day, Sunday, April 2. Inflammation had 
disappeared. Inoculated a third time with lim- 
pid fluid matter from a patient present, and with 
which matter I had excited the vaccine disease 
in several persons; 
_ Tth Day of third fees as fA en 1. 
The parts inoculated had inflamed and felt pain- 
_ ful for two or three days, but were now) well.— 
Inoculated -him ,a fourth time with Smallpox 
matter, in both arms, A little inflammation arose, 
but nothing more. | 
_ This young man frequently. visited, fas fellow- 
servant in the Smallpox, and, shook hands with 
him, at the Smallpox Hospital, while under my 
care for the Cowpock inoculation. In this case, 
either, the Smallpox had. already affected the 
constitution, or some, other disposition existed, © 
_rendering.it equally unquenephhle of the Small- 
pox and Cowpock.. sol od 
F 
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From Dr. Mitchell, of Chatham, whose re-~ 
port is now before me, I learn, that there were 


several instances of soldiers to whom the Cowpock 
could not be communicated; and although they 


had no recollection themselves of having had the 


Smallpox, it was most probable they had passed — 


through it. If I had seen any case of genuine 
Cowpock vesicle and specific fever in a consti- 
tution which had previously suffered: the Small- 


pox, I should have related it; but I ought to 


mention that such a case has fallen under the 


- 


observation ‘of ‘Dr. Woodville, (Reports, p. 52 
arid 43.) I shall never object to, the testimony | 


of so experienced 'a physician without more than 
usual consideration; but I cannot avoid here 


observing, that the evidence in his case, of the 


patient’ having had the Smallpox when a‘child, is 


_ merely that of the patient; and I submit to Dr. — 


Woodville, whether or not that evidenée is ad- 


inissible to build upon, now that we have’the 
above unequivocal contravening cases of the 


fact asserted. But I trust the Doctor will be less 
teriacious of this instance, as he himself tells us 
that he’ failed ‘to excite the vaccine disease’ by 


inoculating several patients who wefe recovering — 


- from the’ natural Smallpox. (Reports, ‘p. 144.) 


Whatever impression the above instan¢es may — 


have made off my owt! mind, I do not think they 


will produce conviction in the mind of every — 


_ practitioner, that it is a law of the humananimal 


/ 


~ 
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evonony to be rendered unsusceptible of thé Cowpot 
jever and specific vésiclé by midergoing the Small 
pox. Hence I find that my expectation of the 
hands of physic being strengthened by the pos- 
session of a suré means of exciting an innocent 
fever is not realised, (nguiry, p. 813) but I feel 
- Some consolation from. the prospect of the new 
inoculation being: moré speedily introduced by 
the removal of one obstacle, viz. the fears of 
many persons, who have already passed through | 
the Small-pox, that they would be liable to the 
Cowpox, if the diffusion of the infection of it 
became ‘extensive by the. vaccine’ inoculation. 
Another advantage suggested in my Inquiry, 
p- 92, is now, I think, greatly confirmed, ‘name- 
ly, an ddbiuntage ‘for ‘those who are not certain 
whether or not they have had the Smallpor, but 
_ possess so reat a dread of this disease as not to be 
able to: submit to inoculation Por it. Icongratulate 
such persons on the discovery. of a test to which — 
I apprehend the most timorous minds will sub- 
mit: for‘if the ‘specific vesicle and fever do not 
take ‘place {Uli the inoculation of the Cowpock 
poison, they inay be assured, that either they 
Rave already passed’ through the Smallpox, or that 
their constitutions are not susceptible of it. 
It now séeins.to me,‘that the following facts 
| “are established on the ground of experience :— — 
'T. “4 Constitution which has undergone the Smal» 
por, a unsauseeptible of again undergoing this dis- 
“ease. | | 
: FQ 
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AL. A constitution which has not undergone the 
Smallpox, but which has undergone the Cowpock, ts 
unsusceptible of undergoing the Smallpox. | 
III. A constitution which has not undergone the 
Cowpock, but which has undergone the Smallpox, is 
unsusceptible of undergoing the Coepock. 
| Now, if the variolous poison destroys the sus- 
ceptibility of the constitution to the future agency 
of this poison, in the respect of its producing: 
the Smallpox ; and if the Cowpock poison, de- 
stroys the susceptibility of the constitution to the 
future agency of the variolous poison, in the re- 
spect of its. producing the Smallpox; and if the 
variolous poison destroys the susceptibility of the 
constitution to the future agency of the vaccine — 
poison, in the respect of its producing the Cow- 
pock ; it seems demonstrated, that the same state 
of unsusceptibility of the constitution, with re- 
spect to the: future | agency of the variolous Poison, 
is produced equally, by the agency of the vario- 
lous poison; and by the vaccine. poison, But if | 
the variolous poison produce unsusceptibility, of ; 
the constitution , tothe. future -agency of the 
vaccine poisans and the vaccine poison, ragnicgs 
Aste poisony: it seems betas deieeeaain te thed 
. follawing. 4th proposition is true ; VIZ. “a 
“IV. A.-constitution, which has undergone, the vac- 
cine disease, is unsusceptible of ag ain undergoing 
thitt disease ft om, the. agency of the vaccine Age 
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because a state of unsusceptibility, with respect, 
to the agency of the variolous poison, is pro- 
duced by the vaccine poison, (2d propos.) and a 
state of unsusceptibility, with respect to the 
agency of the vaccine poison, is produced by 
the variolous poison, (3d propos.) but the state 
of the constitution being the same in the two 
cases, whether it be produced by the variolous 
or vaccine peison, with respect to unsuscepti- 
bility, it seems inevitably, in course, that unsus- 
ceptibility of the constitution to the future agency 
_ of the vaccine poison is produced by the vaccine _ 


disease : and the demonstration in course could 


be given of proposition 1, on the ground of the : 
2d and 3d proposition, that unsusceptibility of 
the constitution to the agency of the variolous 
poison is produced by the variolous disease, if 
this were not already proved by abundant experi- 
ence. Ata future time, however, I shall relate 
the observations and experiments to confirm this 
& prior? conclusion ; ist, because ‘these proofs 
will increase the validity of the 3d proposition s 
and 2dly, because I do not mean to offer this 
_ demonstration as infallible, like mathematical.’ 
From the preceding reasoning it may be ima- 
gined, that I consider ‘the Cowpock and Small- 
“pox as only varieties of the same species of dis- 
- .ease; and that therefore the name variola vaccina 
_ is appropriate, although I endeavoured ‘to show 
that it was unjust, and\ tended to’ mislead, by 
F 3 | 
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giving erroneous notions, (Jnguiry, p. 108). But 
it must here enter into out contemplation, that 
the same state of an animal or other. substance, 
in a certain respect, may be produced by very 
different things; and the phenomena attending 
their agency may be very. different from one 
another. It isso in the instances under consi- 
deration ; and further, in order to establish re- 
sembling things to be varieties.of the same spectes, 
we ought to be able to trace them to one.com- 
mon origin, or to show that they all agree in 
what should be reckoned essential properties. : 
Now hitherto it has not appeared that the Cow- 
pock has arisen from the Smallpox, or the Small- 
pox from the Cowpock. | If it be said, that in. 
some of the eruptive instances of the Cowpox, 
the pustles could not be distinguished from the 
Smallpox, it should be considered that at has 
not been yet shown, that in any case the Small- _ 
pox has changed into the Cowpock ;—that the — 
Cow is susceptible by inoculation of the human 
matter of the Cowpock, but not of the Smallpox ; 
and that the pustules resembling the Smallpox, 
which occur in the Cowpock, afford. matter 
which I beheve produces in some cases (if not, — 
perhaps, in ‘so great a proportion as originally) 
the Cowpock jn its usual mild way, viz. a vesicle 
in the inoculated part only, and a slight fever, 
Hence I humbly am of opinion, but submit the 
question ta the decision of scholars, that the 
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use of the denomination variola vaccina isa 
transgression of the lay in philology, and re- 
pugnant to sound logic. . 

Extended as this paper is, much ‘hesand the 
limits proposed, I cannot confine to myself the 
gratification from. the reports of the new zyocula- 
tion. I shall only mention, however, one or 
two of them. The sensation excited on the 
Continent, by the vaccine practice, ‘has been 
much more considerable than in our own island, 
as I learned first from Dr. Marcet, and since by a 
letter from Dr. Peschier, At Vienna Dr. Ferro 
inoculated two of his own children with vaccine 
matter which I transmitted: and next, Dr. De 
-.Carro inoculated two'of his own children. An 
accurate journal of these last cases was kept by 
Dr. De Carro, which he has had .the complai- 
sance to communicate to me. The above pa- 
tients had the disease in the usual mild Way, and 
- were subsequently inoculated for the Smallpox, 
but ‘without effect, Dr, Frank, it is expected, 
— avill adopt the vaccine inoculation; as it ap- 
pears will be generally done at Vienna. \ I often 
send matter on a thread, which is to be. kept for 
a long time, in a bottle filled with quite dry hy- 
- drogen or nitrogen gas.—I shall soon have re- 
ports from imei and other ibe of the. Con- 
tinent. ; Pita clid 
In Scotland the new inoculation has not been ° 
less successful. Dr, Anderson, of rand jn- 
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forms me hé has inoculated ‘above 80 persons—. 
that Dr. Duncan and others have begun’ the 
practice at Edinburgh ; ; and that'it has been in- - 
troduced in Dundee, Paisley, and Dalkeith. 

If the vaccine inoculation proceed with elitad 
mildness as it has done the last four months, 
doubtless the variolous Insition’ must’ in no ‘re- 
mote period be ‘superseded, And if such an’ 
event should take place, posterity will behold 
with amazement the prejudices and inattention 
_ of their predecessors to the application ofa fact 
in practice, by which a formidable and loath- 
some disease was extinguished—a fact well 
known, time immemorial, to almost every. far- 
mer in half a dozen counties of England, but © 
neglected till Jenner had the courage to indicate | 
the advantages of it to society. lf I’ were to 
name a parallel instance of inattention ‘or pre- 
_judice, it should be the neglect of inoculation for 
the Smallpox, till it was introduced into Eng- | 
land from Constantinople ; although it had been 
practised, time immemorial, in the Barozze hh 
mountains, on the frontiers of _. In the © 
same rude manner as it is at this day*, © 

r t 


* This’ intelligence was communicated to me’ by °a Portu- 
guese nobleman, whose opportunities of information and accu- — 
racy authorise me to mention the fact ; but an attested account 
» from some of the inhabitants 1s tise dea for me, , See also a 
book written by {acaie g a Castro Sarmento, 


+3)" | 
' It is apparent! from the preceding paper,’ that 
{ had through the means of Mr. Keate intro- 
duced the vaccine inoculation into the army,. and 
a valuable report of a great number of cases had 
been returned from Dr, Mitchell, Mr. Kelson, 
Dr. Harrison, and others. I also in particular 
had. conjointly with Mr. Keate under. my. di- 
rection the poor of three bike parishes, amount- 
ing to several hundred, in the vaccine inocula- 
tion. Accounts had been also returned to me 
from Vienna and. other foreign parts, likewise 
from Scotland., By this time I reckoned above 


2000 to have undergone the vaccine pock with. 


the matter of the London Cows, takén in Janu- | 
ary and February preceding. As the Vaccina 
swas excited with:a pock as perfectly charac- 
teristic as in the first cases from the Cow, and . 
in all my practice three or four months imme- | 
diately preceding without eruptions; and: as ~ 
my correspondents, with very few exceptions, 
sent the same statement, I was now. perfectly 
easy in my mind with respect to the vaccine ~ 
_ matter maintaining its efficacy in ‘destroying the 
capability of taking the: Smallpox. . I was 
indeed disturbed | fie a short time by the fresh 
- occurrence in the course of the winter.1799, of 
the eruptive cases which: Happened at Bright- 
helmstone, from matter taken out of the dis- 
tinct vaccine pock of one of my patients, the 
original stock of which was matter taken from 
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Cows in January preceding. ~ But it appeared 
afterwards that in these instances the Smallpox 
had intervened ; a circumstance fully ascertained 


_. Since that time. 


_ This occurrence was in an nal NAS of the 
vaccine practice, when those who first inocu- 
lated for the Cowpock did not know the. cha- 
racteristic symptoms of the eruption from expe- 
rience; much. less did they be expected to 
understand, that the Smallpox might take place 
and proceed along with the inoculated Vaccina 
_-~a thing seemingly contrary to a law. of the ani- 
mal.ceconomy. Unfortunately matter was sent 
from’ the Smallpox eruptions to Petworth for 
inoculation, in place of vaccine matter, and 
there of course it produced the Smallpox. ~All’ 
that could have been done by an experienced — 
practitioner at that time was to have taken the 
matter from the pock of the inoculated part 
_ which shewed the distinguishing characters of the 
Vaccina ; by which measure there is no reason. 
to doubt the Cowpock would have been propa- — 
gated without the Smallpox. This accident, 
however, furnished: a delightful gossip’s story. 
for those who chose to represent me, and some 
of my’ friends as blameable ;, although in truth I 
had ‘no concern in the practice, except furnish-— 
ing a distinct case of Cowpock to afford mat- 
ter without eruption. “ However unjust. the 
motives of the propagators of this story, and in _ 
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many parts false and ridiculous, jt had the effect 
intended; I have only now to hope, that those 
who were deceived by this account have long 
since been disabused. 3 | 

In the beginning of the year 1800, the 
- Vaccine ‘Pock Institution was established,. of 
which I was one of the founders, and have con- 
tinued to be one of the physicians. That Insti- 
tution was destined not only; 1, to be useful to 
the poor, but.it had other objects, Zo wit, 2dly, 
to ascertain the laws of agency of the new poison 
used to so beneficial a purpose as that of ‘extin- 
guishing the Smallpox; $dly, to be a. public 
office * for the supplying the world in general 
with matter until the disorder ana be so gene- 
rally propagated as to render such an institution 
unnecessary. ‘These objects have been constant- 
ly kept in view, and ina great measure attained, 


by the regular registers preserved of the patients, — 


according to a-plan no where else adopted for 


so fully remarking the progress of each case. 


But I now mention the Vaccine Pock Institution 
for the sake of availing myself of it to state, that. 
from January 1800 up to this time, August 1802, 


rs 


the reports of which have been registered twice 


every week; a thousand cases shew the Cow- 
pock matter to produce the Vaccina without any 


* It is the appointed office for the Army and Navy, and 
has served all parts of the world. 


Or. 
difference in the effects from those produced in 


January, 1799. | » SM 
Among the earliest communications ‘of? the 

Vaccine Institution, was the supplying « the 

Committee for Vaccine Inoculation at Paris with 


> the first: ‘instance from the London Cows ii 


matter agreeably to the following “letter. ad- 
dressed to me, which I thought fit, for the ho- | 


nour of the Institution, not to confine to myself. 
Hence then the introduction of vaccine inocula- 
‘tion into France was from this source, and not, 


as hath been repeatedly si ois thea a 


dij evden channel. 


Mr. Otto’s Note. 


Mr. Otto, Cransaeeate for the exdae of 


~ French prisoners, presents his compliments to 
Dr, Pearson, and has the pleasure to send him 
a letter, which has been particularly recom- 
mended to his care. Mr. Otto will be happy to 
take charge of Dr. Pearson’s answer, whenever 
he will be pleased to send it to him. 


George-street, Portman-square, 
' No. 50,” March, 1800. 
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sp bakes ssi ‘the Medical Capiibittes of the So- 
nee ate ig Vaccine HORE at Paris 


Paris, te 14 Germinal, (5 Avril, 1800. 


te 
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5 A A aN De ‘oiddicans de. P Institut 
Salen Het l "Inoculation Vaccine, a Londres... 


Les j journeaux nous ont fait connoitre, Mon- 
ment a 1 Vinoculation de la vaccine, et dont ete : 
succés sont dus, en grande partic, a votre 
zéle éclairé. Quelques amis de l’humanité, et — 
de la science que vous cultivez avec tant de dis- 
tinction, ont. formé le projet d’introduire. en 
France, une pratique qui paroit promettre de 
sl grands avantages. Ils ont proposé a cette effet 
une subscription qui est sur le point d’étre rem- 
plie. Vous en trouverez ci joint le prospectus. 
Mais pour mettre en exécution les vués qui y — 
sont €xposees, nous avons besoin de votre in- 
tervention, et c’est avec ‘confiance que nous la 
sollicitons. , | | 

Quoique Von ait commencé ici “quelques 
essais sur la vaccine, dont Vecole | de médecine 
plus particuliérement, s'est occupée, on n’a 
pi cependant parvenir encore a aucun résultat 
positif. la difficulte de se procurer de Ta ma- 


é ta hi 
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ti¢re assez récente, en a sans doute-été la prine 
cipale cause. Nos artistes vétérinaires semblent 
ne point connoitre cette affection sur les vaches. 
Dans une seule circonstance, on a cru recon- 
-noitre la. maladie sur. des animaux de cette 
espéce, et on a saisi cette occasion de recueillir 
du virus, qui a été employé concurrement avec 
de-la -matiére recue de Geneveet d’Angleterre, 
mais sans aucun succés encore bien reconnu. 


Nous nous trouvons donc _privés du premier — 


moyen nécessaire pour commencer nos essais, et - 


c’est 4 vous que nous nous addressons pour nous 

Je procurer. a | oe 
Nous desirons, si toutes-fois vous jugez ces 

-précautions utiles, recevoir des croutes.ou pus- 


_tules recueillies sur les- vaches, et sur les sujets 


inoculés, et des fils ou des petites: eponges Hie ge 


= 


prégnées de Ia matiére, prise sur. les uns et les 
autres, de ces mémes croutes ou pustules fraiches 
et de l’écoulement qui.s’établit a la plaie formee 


par l’affection locale de la partie inoculée. Les 


diferentes espéces de matiéres ou substances 
devront étre distinguées par une indication 


particuliére. Si Votre méthode de conserver - 


les fils dans le gaz azote ou le gaz-hydro- 
géne, vous paroit de quel qu’avantage, nous 
attendons de vdtre zéle, que vous voudrez bien 


employer. Nous prenons, avec notre ministre 


des relations extérieures, les mésures convenables, 


tae Se 

potir que les moyéns d’envoi les plus suts, les 
plus commodes et sur tout Jes -plus ‘prompts, 
soiént a votre disposition. La société ne mettra 
pas moins d’empressement, Monsieur, a faire 
conhoitre les services que aurez bien voulu lui 
rendre et A vous informer du résultat de ses re- 
cherches, dont le mérite vous sera di en grande 
partie, si a l’envoi de la matiére que nous vous 
demandons, yous avez la bonté d’ajouter quel- 
_ ques instructions particulicres, dont tious nous fe- 
Jiciterons de pouvoir profiter. 


Salut, Estime, et Devouement. 


Vy Membres composant i. Cornité Me: 
dical de Ja Société, formée a Paris, 
pour V'Inoculation de la Vaccine, - 


Pinel, Profess. de Ecole de Médicine. 
Thouret, Directeur de 1’Ecole de Médicine. 
Parfait, Chir. Tnocul;.. 
Rouselle Chamserce, Méd. de l Armée. 
Tessier, de l'Institut. tide 
De la Porte, Med. des Hopit. Mil. - 
. Tizard, de PInstitut. 
5 Cabannex, de l'Institut et Prof. de leat de 
Med. | 


i 


~ 
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The -precednig letter, I presented to. the 
_ Institution for the Vaccine Inoculation, then 
just established, and; it was determined, to exe- 
cute’ the commission by the medi¢al establish- 
_ ment. Accordingly. the following letter was 
sent witha packet by permission of Lord Gtane 
ville* : 


Letter from the Vaccine Institution to the V. accine 
Committee at Paris. 


In answer to your letter of the sth of April, 
to our colleague, Dr. Pearson, we have the ho- 
nour to reply, that we shall always be, happy to as- 
sist in promoting the useful establishment for the 
vaccine inoculation, by the Medical Committee. 
We are not surprized that you have not yet found 

the disease among the Cows.of France, it being 
on the whole a rare disease in England ; nor are | 
we surprized - at your want , of success with the | 
matter sent to you, because from | experience we 
know, that it very frequently fails, unless used 
immediately from the subjects The vaccine 


- * Lord Grenville presents his complimenti to Doctor ‘Pear- 
son, and has no objection to his returning any answer’ that he 
may think” proper to the inclosed Papers. 


Cleaveland-row, April 23d, 1800, ‘ye 


ale 
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-Ynatter may be conveyed in various ways; we 
have sent it you in three, viz: 

Ist. On thread: 

od. On lancets. 

3d. On. glass. : 
LIf you use the thread ; dai you seit find 
. by the stiffness i is well impregnated, and which 
— is included in a phial of hydrogen gas; please to 
moisten it by exposure to steam of water at the 
time you employ it, and inoculate in two or three 
places under the skin as superficially as possible. 
This will sucéeed in perhaps at least one case out 
of four. We have sent enough for near 36 pa- 


4 


_- tients, and wish it to be used immediately on ‘all 


of oa 
- The lancets are SaieeHl sh the eas tle 
ies transparent lymph, and succeed more cer- 


[ tainly than the thread; unless. oxided by. the 


moisture. Soften’ in like manner the ends of. the 
lancets, with the steam of water, and use them 
as in the Smallpox inoculation. - a 

3. On glass you will perceive the transparent 
lymph dried. Dilute it as little as possible, with 
hot water, just before it is used, and then. insert 
it by lancets in the usual way. 

If you try the matter sent, on thirty patients, 
immediately, we think you cannot fail to excite 


~. the disease'in some.of them, and then you will 


please to preserve the succession by inoculation, 


; 7 as we do in Engi iand, having had no fresh mat: » 
/ SS > ; a G 


Gah a as 
ter from the ‘cow since ay, and February, 
1799. | 4 
The treatment differs m no respect ' froin the 
inoculated Smallpox. . 


Wishing the Committee the utmost SUCCESS, 
and expecting the honour of their report, 


We subscribe ourselves po 


Their obedient servants, — 
a 


George Pearson, M.D. F.RS. : 
_ Lawrence Nicholl, M.D. Physicians. 
Thomas Nelson, M.D. | 


Thos. Keate, Esq. F.R.S.) Consulting 
John Rush, Esq. t satahinie 


Robt. Keate, Esq. 
I. Gunning, Esq. t surgeon 
1. C. Carpue, Esq. : 


Augustus Brande, Esq.) _ 
Francis Rivers, Esq. ¢ Visiting Apothecaries. 
Everard Brande, Esq. : Meee 


Mr. John Lewis, Resident Apothecary 


Vaccine Institution, 
May 12, 1800. 


_ The report of the inoculation, with the above | 
sent vaccine matter, is given in the Gazette Naw .3 
tionale. | 
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Caxciie Nationale, F ridi; 23 Prairial, (An. 8. ) 
de la Republique Francaise, une et indivisible. 


Sur Inoculation de la Maniacs 


<a 13 Prairial, V’inoculation de la vaccine a 
eu lieu sur trente enfans, avec la matiére en- 
voyé d’Angletetre, et d’ aprés les prdcédés res 
commiandeés. Des signies d’infection sé sont ma- 
hifestés sur neuf d’entre eux, aux époques et 
avec les caractéres annoncés par le Docteur 
_ Pearson, et d’autres Membres du Comité insti- 
tué a Londres pour l’inoculation de la vaccine. 
Tl est & remarquer que les Médicitis Anglois 
avoient éxprimé; dans leur lettre; ‘ que lon. 
*-devoit'se croire heuretx, vu le laps des tems. 
“* entte la collection de Ja matiére et dé son ap- 
dy plication; si, suf vihgt individus inoculés, un. 
* sey] prenoit la maladie.” Le 19, le 20, et le 
21, dix-huit enfans; sur lesquels la premiere 
inoculation n’avoit point eu d’effet, ont été ino- 
culés de nouveau avec la matiére recueillie sur 
ceux chez qui la premiere inoculation avoit pris- 
Le Comité contiriue ses essais et instruira le 
public des resultats ultérieurs. 

Thouret, Pour le Comité Médical. 


The pe uileiaae' of inoculation for the Cow- 
_ pox commienced at Paris on the 2d of June, 
_ when thirty children were inoculated with mat-. 
G 2. 
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ter received from London, agreeably to the | 
- directions sent over by Dr. Pearson: » The mat- 
‘ter had been conveyed in a phial filled with hy-— 
drogen gas, stopped with mercury, and co- 
—-yvered over with a piece of bladder. It was 
communicated to the greater number of the . 
patients by the lancet, the mode to which Dr. 

Pearson gives the preference. Several were ino- 
culated by raising a blister, and passing through 
it a thread dipped in the matter, a few by the 
‘mere external application of the matter collected. 
at the mouth of the phial.—Bel’s Weekly Mes- 

senger, Sunday, June 15, 1800. . 


In July 1800, Dr. Woodville went from Lon-. 
don on a visit to Paris. It is said that ten of the 
thirty children inoculated with matter from the | 
Vaccine Institution, on the application of Dr. 
Pearson, had taken the disease in. May pre- 
ceding, as appears from the above report, yet 
the generation of matter had not been kept 
up by a successive inoculation. Fortunately Dr. 


Woodville began, on his arrival in Frances 4 


with inoculating three children at Boulogne, 
who took the vaccine disease; but at Paris: 
with - the same stock of matter he failed, as 
Mid that received, in four days time, from 
‘Geneva. However, the matter from the chil- 
dren at Boulogne proved efficacious on Dr. 
Colon’s only child,.inoculated by Dr. Woodyille, 
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‘and subsequently on many other persons during 
his residenée at Paris.—Monthly Magazine, O¢- 
tober 1800, p. 258, and Medical Annals, 1800, 
p. 476, : 


About the month of April, 1800, Dr. Jenner 
‘published a third essay, “ A Continuation of 
Facts and Observations relative to the Variole 
‘Vaccine, or Cowpox ;” which however. valu- 
‘able on other accounts, furnishes but. little ad- 
dition comparatively to the cases afforded by 
other inoculators for determining the fact of the 
permanency of the efficacy of the vaccine mat- 
ter; and as this point was. already determined, 
‘or at least has been so since that period, espe- 
cially by the very great number of patients un- 
der the care of Dr, Woodville, and the ex- 
tremely accurate. registers of the Vaccine Pock 

Institution, I shall produce no farther evidence 
’ relative to the question just above stated. 

It is necessary torepresent, and this seems the 
fit place, that agreeably to’ Dr. Jenner’s state- 
ment, more inflammation was to have been ap- 
prehended from the inoculated cases with the 
vaccine than with the Smallpox matter ; hence 
his recommendation of caustic and’ escharotic. 
applications. — Accordingly in the communica- 
tions between Dr. Jenner, Dr. Woodville, and 
myself, onthe commencement of the practice of 
vaccine inoculation in London, in January and 

G3 . 
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February, 1799, we all entertained apprehen- 
sions for the effects on infants; but Dr, Wood- 
_- ville and myself yery soon ascertained that there 
was not the least danger in such tender subjects; 
and as hath been subsequently confirmed by 
abundance af evidence, For this important 
fact which promoted the new. inoculatian,; it 
doesnot appear the public is principally indebted 
to the Petitioner ; although in my examination 
by the Committee, it might be supposed that 
other claims were invalidated by setting forth, 
that one of his inoculated cases in 17198 was an 
enfant ; but, Mia Keriday € Eap S Woe. < : 

Inow respectfully submit to the} udgmentof the 
_ public, whether or no I was warranted in stating 
to the Committee, that I could not grant the 
Petitioner the exclusive right of having establish- 
vaccine poison’ 1n 1 destroying the eanarnlite of 
taking the Smallpox; notwithstanding the remote: 
ness from its origin in the Cow; after being suc: 
gessively generated by exciting the Vaccina i ApS a 
the human anima] economy, 


g. Of the evidence for * the mode of trans= 


ferring indefimtely the vaccine matter without any 


diminution of its specific power,” 

~I must confess, although by such confession 
I may expose the dullness of my own intellect, 
that on the first reading-of this part of the claim, 


~ 


; oy a 
{ conceived the meaning to be, that the Pe- 
titioner had discovered that the vaccine mat- 
ter maintained its efficacy against the Small- 
pox peison, however remotely from the Cow, 
it was generated by successive inoculations ; but: 
on consideration as the words quoted of the 


_claim already examined, to wit, “ the origina} 


inventor of the inoculation from one human be- 
ing to another,” would be nugatory, unless they 
implied what is just above stated, it appeared 
that the meaning, and according to which I 
shall examine the claim, must relate to the see 
lection, manner of preserving, and using the vaccine 
matter. If this be not the sense intended, Iowan 
‘amy incomprehension of it. — 

Looking through the evidence of the Report, 


I find the following testimonies to the claim as 


now stated for examination ;— 

‘© He believes most of the cases (said to be be 
Smallpox after the Cowpox) to have arisen from 
using matter taken at too late a period of the pus- 
tule, which may equally happen in inoculating for 
the Smallpox, with virus taken at an improper 
period of maturation.” (Blane, p. 15.)—% Has 
known many instances of the infection not 
taking in the early part of his practice, owing to 
his using vaccine virus taken at too. adyanceda 
stage of the disease ; but since he has made it 
a rule never to inoculate “with matter after the 
eighth or ninth day of the disease, he has.seldom 

64 
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met with a failure.” ” (G. @. Jenner, p. 1tJ— 
« Had seen arms considerably inflamed, from 
beihg inoculated with matter taken from under 
the’vaccine scab as late as the fourtéenth day; 
but does not know why this should be called a 
spurious ‘sort of Cowpox, as they sii none of 


the characters of the vaccine disease.” (Croft, 


p- 20. \_Three years ago inoculated two chil- 
dren “ with ‘what he supposed to be true Cow- 
pox matter ; the matter for the inoculation was 
taken at that early period indiscriminately as 
long as there’ appeared a pustule from whence 


matter could ‘be’ procured, he‘ being « unac- 


quainted at that time that the Cotwpox inocula- 
tion ceased to produce the disease after’ a certain 
' period, which was known by Dr. Jenner, and 
published by him, and forms one ‘of the impor- 
tant discoveries respecting the new practice : : he 
was’ some’ timé afterwards informed ’ that these 
two children had the Smallpox, and upon exa- 


mining their arms, there were found no scars.—, 


‘This shews the importance’ of the period when 
to take matter, which difficulty was now’ done 
away, by Dr. Jenner having elucidated a sub: 
ject before involved in much obscurity.” Matter 
froma pustule a week old never failed to pro- 
duce the true Cowpox ; but in the afore-men- 


tioned instance of the two children, he has gteat — 
reason to believe that it was taken the fourteenth: 
_ day, or later, (Thornton, Pp: 23.)—« Had beea 
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particularly careful in the choice of the matter 
employed in vaccine inoculation; and had not 
found-in his own practice any casé of spurious 
Smallpox, and therefore considered that the ob- 
jections which are thought! to arise against the 
vaccine inoculation from. this ‘source, apply 
equally often in. the: inoculation of Smallpox.” 
(Addington, p.°23.)—Variolous matter was:sent 
to him by mistake for'vaccine, and it produced 
the Smallpox : «* He has avoided these mistakes 
since, by taking the matter himself fromthe 
patient ; and has learnt by Dr. Jenner’s:publi- 
cation how. to distinguish and. select.the. proper 
time for taking it,, since which no mistake of the 
kind above-mentioned has occurred.” | (Jordan, 
p-.25.)—* Considering the difficulties: that at- 
tend the determination of the most proper time. 
for taking the Cowpock matter. for | inoculation, 
and the exact appearances of the fluid in its more 
_ proper state, he might have acquired a consider- 

able fortune.”’ (Baillie, p..35.)- te 

--Now what. are we to conclude from the Bix: 
preceding attestations? I apprehend the follow- 
‘ing inferences may legally be drawn from. the 
evidence before us: 1. That if matter froma. 
real Cowpock, but at too late a period of it, be 
used, it will not produce the vaccine disease by 
inoculation ; but, adly, at. what period we are 
not informed, except that one evidence confines 
himself to within the 8th or oth day ; another 
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failed by using the matter at the 14th day. Sdly, 
Two bi aaiocs merely allege, that there is a 
proper time for selecting and distinguishing the 
matter, which they have Jearned from. Dr. Jen- 
ner. And, 4thly, The last evidence attests the 
difficulty of determining the proper time for 
selecting the vaccine matter, in order to make 
appear the pecuniary advantage which might 
have been gained by the Petitioner. 

‘In the investigation of the claims we must 
next state what appears to be the fact with re- 
spect to the effects of vaccine matter inoculated 
according to the age of the Pock*, On this point 
I consider the most satisfactory and clear evi- 
dence to be the'register of the inoculated cases 
at the Vaccine Pock Institution, and the result 
of Dr. Woodville’s practice at the Smallpox 
Hospital. The former source of evidence, on 
inspecting the written tables, containing one © 
thousand subjects inoculated, shews | 

1, That there is no difference to be perceived | 
in respect to the degree of the symptoms, or pro- 
gress of the vaccina excited by matter taken on 
the 8th; 11th, and 12th days after inoculation ; 
‘excepting that when the progress of the forma- 


_.* I purposely pass by unnoticed, lest the thread of the inquiry 
should be broken, the terms Cowpock pustule, variole vac- 
cing, spurious Cowpor, imitative eruption, decomposition of maé- 
ter, &c. &c. which no one can employ with propriety, although 

authorized partly by usage. ) 
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tion of the Pock has been such as to produce a 
distinct areola of erythema, early, that is, sooner — 
than the 9th or 10th days, and the Pock has 
begun to change from the vesicle state to that 
of scab or crusta; then in such circumstances 
the vaccine fluid more frequently fails to pro- 
duce-the Vaccina, than when taken at an earlier 
stage; but an inflammation does not appear to be 
more frequently excited by: such less efficacious 
matter, than by matter in any earlier stage. 

.2. No difference -has been manifested in the 
floes of the matter as taken before or after any 
oe disorder, 

$8. Nor is any difference perceived petwecn 
se effects of matter taken before the red areola _ 

appears, and that taken when it ig distinctly 
formed: notwithstanding * the golden rule” 
which has been laid down, never to use matter 
_ when such areola is distinctly formed, 

4, Inthe féw instances of obtaining matter so 
early as the 4th day, which occurred, the Vac- 
cina produced, did not in any respect differ from 
that excited generally by matter at a later period.. 

To these results, which appear on the register 
tables, may be added the further evidence, that 
in the extensive communication of the Institution 
with the Army and Navy ; for which it is the 
appointed office for supply of matter; as well 
as with practitioners in general throughout the 
united kingdom and foreign parts 5 ‘the most sa- 
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tisfactory’ accounts have been received, where 
the ‘dried matter” Was efficacious, ‘without any 
difference as to the age of the’ Pock from which 
taken as above-mentioned.’ I think it perfectly 
relative and important to make, I believe, a_ 
néw observation, éo wit, that in truth matter of | 
the 8th day, in some cases, is from a Pock as far 
advanced as in other cases on the 11th; and on 
the 11th as on the 14th, or even’ 16th. Hence 
as the eflicacy of the matter: varies, accordingly 
it may in one case be as efficacious or inefficacious 
onthe 11th as on the 8th and on the 14th, or 
even 16th, as on the 11th, 999) 1" 
Mr.’Simons, of Manchester, as I’ fin: very 

truly remarks, “There is some: variety in the 
course of the disease; and the'9th’ day may in — 
some Cases be more proper for'taking matter, 
as in others I have found the 11th and 12th to 
be.”—Medical and ca atts ibaa: Nol V. 
p. 134. ; 
At my request, Dr. Woodville, with his 
wonted liberality, favoured ‘me with the follow- 
ing truly interesting letter; which must operate — 
potently in disabusing the public from the errors 
of opinion on the point of the effects of matter, 
ape, to the’ time of pea it from ie “eg 


eas ey Raper 
, a0, the following questions hich you have 
done me the honour to propose to me, you will 
find my answer subjoined. ; 
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1. ‘ Whether you find any; or what difference 
‘.in the inoculation of the vaccine pock from mat- 
ter taken: between the 8th and 11th day?” 
2d.. “ Between matter of the 11th and 14th Be 
. $d.. Between matter taken before the red. 
areola is formed and after it?” 
Ath. “ Between. matter before and mia the 
constitutional affection ae ! 

_In regard to:the first question, I can declare 
that I have very frequently inoculated with vac- | 
cine matter taken on the 8th, 9th, 10th, and 
11th day after the inoculation, and though I 
have given the utmost attention to the effects of 
_ each, I never have been able to discover any | 
_ difference. Ninety-one persons were inoculated 
on the same morning at the hospital, with’ vac- 
cine matter taken on the 11th day; upon all of 
whom, except three, (who did not receive. the 
infection) it produced the regular vaccine pock, 
Would an equal number, inoculated.with mat- 
ter of the 7th or 8th day, produce a more fa- 
eaurable result ? 

.. Respecting the second question, I could pro- 
“ aie several instances in which the matter taken 
so late as the 14th day after the inoculation, has 
been attended with equal success as that taken 
at any, earlier period ; however, I have been led 
to remark, ‘that the virus which this late stage of , 
the pock furnishes, is more liable to fail in com- 
municating: infection ; and also, that its effects 


‘, 
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- frequently proceed more slowly than those of | 


the former: sa ' 
The third and fourth paleo inlay; iw my 


opinion, be comprehended in one; for when the 


constitutional affection takes place; it constantly 


accompanies the areola, which rately supervenes _ 


before the seventh, or later than the twelfth day ; 
and, therefore, what has been said relating to 
your first and second questions, has anticipated 
my observations on the subject of Ag third in 
fourth. 


be procured from the vaccine pock afterthe 10th 
day, caused either by the concretion of the fluid; 


or -by a secondary inflammation, producihg — 


matter more: or less puriform; but I nevér use 


any, unless it be perfectly limpid, and. it is only — 


to the matter in this state that the preceding ob- 


servations apply. 
In the printed Report of the Committee of the 


House of Commons, on Dr. Jenner's petition, 
you find Dr. B. and Mr. K. are of opinion, that i 
what they call spurious cases of Cowpox, “have 


arisen from the using of matter taken at too late a 


It is well known to you that.many cases occur 
in which proper matter, for inoculation, cannot — 


é 


period of the pustule, which may equally happen tn 


- tnoculating for the Smallpox, with virus, taken at 
an improper period of maturation.” Now, Sit, I 
join in opinion with the last part of this citation, 


and with the last part only, which is, that this said - 


o 
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‘spurious pustule may equally happen (or is as 
likely to happen,) in inoculating for the Small 
pox, as for the Cowpox, with virus taken at 
an improper period of maturation; because I 
‘am convinced, by numerous experiments in va: 


riolous inoculation, that it never does happen. 


About séven years.ago it was my practice at the 


Inoculation Hospital, for several months, to 
inoculate the patients alternately with variolous 
matter advanced to its utmost stage of matura- 
tion, and with that in its ichorous state, as soon 


_as it could be obtained from the inoculated part, 


in order that the respective progress and effects | 
of each might be daily compared ; and though 


two.or three hundred persons were inoculated 


with matter taken at the late and alleged impro- 


per period of maturation, it never produced 


any other pustules than those of the true Small-_ 
pox. , 
The experiments made at the Foundling- 
Hospital by the late Sir William Watson, may 


perhaps be deemed still more decisive. He in- 


forms us, (see An Account of a Series of Expe- 
riments in Inoculation, p. 17,) that he inoculated 


-a number of children with variolous matter, in 


what he terms “ its perfectly concocted state ;” 
cand says, ‘‘ It was taken from the inside of the 
hand of a strong ‘hard-skinned boy, where two 
or three pustules remained after the rest were 
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dry 5 the matter’ was perfectly white, and as 
viscid as cream.” Yet even this matter did not 
produce one instance of a spurious. pustule, and 
to nine children out of ten it Spenmunicatee the 
infection. | 

J trust you will judge jes facts sufficient | 
to shew the fallacy of an opinion, which would — 
not have been noticed here, had it: not been 
supported by authorities ef the ee cae 
‘ability. 

Lam, ont Sc. Cea 
W. Wéedvitles 2. 
_ Ely-Place, 9 July, 1802. | fs 


_Now as in all the above stages of the Cowpock, | 
it is taken for granted that the matter is in its 
usual state of lymph or transparent liquid; 7 
which state the only difference in its effects depend- 
ing on the stage, or age of the Pock, is, I appre+ 
hend, in respect to eficaciOustiess in excited 
. the Vaccinia. : 7 

It may be asked, are there not other states of 
fluid in the Pock, and what are’they? I answer, | 
that in a very small proportion of instances thé | 
dymph of the Vaccine Pock becomes apparently» 
pus, in which state only it should be called” 
pustule* Concerning the effects of the peer tle 


7 Pina kout the. whole iii Report, I see the term © 
pustule used ; but this usage is more honoured by the breach 


4 
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vaccine pock, orpustule, I have to communicate, 
that i in the early part of the vaccine practice, 
when matter was frequently a rarity, this. sort of 
it was inoculated ; but It very seldom produced 
the Vaccina : howev er, when it did so, there was 
no difference between the diseasé excited by the 
- pustule, and the vesicle ; and in no. instance was 
any mischief done, nor inconvenience felt beyond 
that of a large pimple. 

_ After this representation, it oes. will seem 
difficult to explain in what way the evidence 
above- stated should have failed to obtain effica- 
cious matter, and wherein consists the .nicety of 
judging of the proper time for taking it: for if 
the Vaccina be produced, and the Pock be suf- 
fered to go through, its stages without being 
tuptured, or otherwise mutilated, certainly 
the chance of failure is mighty small; and it 
does not appear from satisfactory evidence, | 
that the severe. local affection which now and 
then arises on vaccine inoculation, depends on 


the age of the vesicle, or even pustule, which 
affords the matter*. For surely we have no 


‘than the observance ; and hence I call. the pock containing 
lymph, vesicle, and that containing pus, pustule. Dr. de Carro 


calls it a congeries of vesicles, as appears under the magnifier, 


_ * «© T know many instances where vaccine matter has been. 


taken from the arms of patients as late as the 11th and 12th | 
days, when. it had acquired, a purulent, appearance, and 2 
brown scab had formed, which, matter, has been inserted into 


s 
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fight to talk of nicety and Hitieuity’ in the new 


inoculation, seeing there is no fact more com- 
monly known than that the matter of a variolous — 


pustule at a late period, fo wit, that of desicca- 
tion in forming a Crust, is usually inefficacious, 
and is accordingly only used from necessity. But 
it will be said, there must be something left 
unexplained if my statement be exact, otherwise 
one of the evidences in particular was too judi- 


cious to have delivered his opinion in the terms | 


above cited. I own on the first reflection I 
conjectured that he was warped (perhaps honour- 
ably so) by the pecuniary objects of the Petition- 
er ; but on further consideration, I saw clearly in 
what way, as I think, he had been misled ; for 
he had “ not seen many cases of Cowpox,” and 
those only “ to become acquainted with the ap- 
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‘the arms of children, in whom it has ‘produced a very mild 
‘disease, and from whence fluid matter has been taken to ino- 


culate others, who have also had the disease equally mild. It - 


will be difficult to reconcile these facts, which are attested, 


not only by my own experience, but by that of some very 


respectable surgeons in this place, with the opinions advanced. 
that matter taken at so late a period loses, by degenerating, 


‘the power of producing the disease.” Letter of Mr. Maddock, 


‘Nottingham, Jan. 1, 1801.—In the same letter Mr, Mad- 
dock adds, that matter of the 8th day produced a violent 


‘inflammation ‘with the Vaccina ; that in another case, 9th day 
“matter of a mild case produced a still more severe affection; 


“but the matter of this case of 9th day, when much inflamed, 
“being inoculated produced in two patientsa slight disease. 


—_ 
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pearance and process of the Cowpox pustule.” So 
then the opinion, “ that considering the diffi- 

culties that attend the determination of the most 
proper time for taking the Cowpox matter for 
inoculation, and the exact appearances of the 
fluid in its more proper state, he might have ac- 
quired a considerable fortune ;” I say this opi- 
nion was not founded on autoptical evidence, (no, 
I dare be sworn it was not) further than obsery- 
ing the progress of the Pock in the inoculated 
part. Now if Dr. B. will, for our mutual instruc- 
tion, meet me at the Vaccine Pock Institution 
on Tuesdays and Fridays for a few weeks, in his 
presence, from cases which he will own to be 
those of vaccine pock, matter shall be inoculated 
in the usual way of the Smallpox, from the 
earliest stages of the manifestation of fluid in the 
Cowpock, to the latest stage in which fluid can 
be collected at all; the progress being the ordi-« 
nary one ; and if any difference can be perceived 
in the effects on inoculation connected with the 


presence or absence of erythema, or of fever, &c. — 
except as aforesaid, the more frequent failure to 


produce the disease from a Pock very far ad- 
vanced into the stage of crust * ; the witnesses 


* I cannot persuade myself that any Inoculator, possessed 
of common sense, would use such old matter in the Smallpox 
inoculation but, from necessity, nor therefore in the Vaccina ; 
but if he.were, Ido not think the opinion of many persons 
__ well founded as to the ill effects. 


ne 
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being two common friends, (and better we cannot 


have thah my colleagues at the Institution, Dr. 


Nihell and Dr. Nelson) I will publish a renun- 


ciation, as the victorious party may beep to 
direct. | 


malt may seem that I have taken an cnjitibbne 


liberty in thus animadverting on this evidence ;_ 
but I particularly notice it, Ist, from motives of 


_respect; for as» even erroneous opinions. are 
harmless, unless of persons who have an influ- 
ence on the public mind, it would be ill-spent 
‘time to examine them, however serviceable to 
the authors. 2d, If I obtain the assent of this 
evidence, I shall anticipate a ee over the 
rest. ie yf Pea 
Si Pergama dextra’» 
Defend possent, etiam hac defensa fulgsent 


As [have already noticed, the attestations are 
not inserted in the order of time in which feceiv+ 
ed; hence the one under remark is the last in the 
Report, although one of the earliest delivered; 


a 


--and as it seems purposely stationed in the ey, 


I think very fairly so, in order that the final im= 


pression should operate powerfully in favour of a 


the Petitioner’s claims; but on that account, I 
think it equally fair to bestow on it a Pana 
examination, . 

It still remains. to examine i support. of.the 


biped represented by the Honourable Committee; ’ 
consisting in the declaration of two evidences, — 
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that there is a proper time for selecting and distin: | 
gushing matter, which they have learned “from Dry 
Jenner’s writings *, Here is an appeal then to 
the published source of information, which 3 it is 
incumbent upon me to investigate. 

1. In the work above-cited of the Degen cu: 
ppiliched in June, 1798; in the account of 
the four cases of inoculation. from human subject 
to human subject, (Inquiry,:p. 44,) not a sylla- 
ble can I find concerning the day. on which 
matter should be taken, the presence of areola, 
nor any cautions; and the description of the 
Pock is such, that so far from instructing us to 
distinguish it from other Pocks, it would rather 
‘mislead. Ofthe Pock it is said, ‘* the pustules 
so much resembled on the 12th day those aRs 


+ z Ane 1800, (Med. Teale Pp, 488, 4 some un- 
fortunate cases of inoculated Vaccina occurred, which were 
imputed by the medical gentlemen who investigated them, to 
the lateness of the period at which the inserted matter was taken, 
‘and on the authority of the Petitioner, they directed matter to 
-be taken not later than the 9th day, and the fluid to. be trans- 
parent. In January, 1801, (Med. and Phys. Journal, p. 87,) 
I stated to the public many facts of inoculation, to shew that 
these conclusions were not founded on experience, and were 
“hurtful to thé public. No contrary evidence has been subse- 
quently given from experience; but the assertion has subsé- 
quently, been repeatedly made on the above authority, as well 
as.by himself, to. persuade the public of the vast importance of 
| faking mattet before the 9th day, and above all eis gary 
extensive areola or “ efflorescence” appeats. , 
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_ pearing from the insertion of variolous matter, 
that an experienced Inoculator would scarcely 
have discovered a shade of difference at that 
period. Experience now tells me, that almost — 
the only variation which follows, consists in the 
pustulous fluids remaining limpid nearly to the 
time of its total disappearance ; and not as in 
the distinct Smallpox becoming purulent (In- 
- quiry, p. 44.)—Which (the Cowpock) bears so 
strong a resemblance to the Smallpox, that I 
think it highly probable it may be the source 
of that disease (Inquiry 1798, p. 2.)—Again — 
to the same purpose (Inquiry; p. 37.)—I do not 
_ cite and refer to the above passages for any other 
- purpose but to shew, that at this early period of 
the new inoculation, even the characteristic dif- 
ferences between the Smallpox and the Cow- 
pock, with respect to figure, and above all the 
kind of scab, were not then observed by the 
author; nor does he even notice the age of 
the Pocks in the plates, so that it is not sur- 
prizing he gives no information cone pera the _ 
selection of matter, 


2, The next work of Dr. Jenner, (* Further 
Observations on the Variole Vaccine,”) ap-. 
peared in April or May, 1799; and by this time, 
as hath been already stated, the number of yac- 
_ cine inoculated cases had been increased from 
seven or eight to several hundred, without any 
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accidents happening ; : except the appearance of © 
variolous eruptions during the Vaccina, i in situ- 
ations where there was, or had been the Small- 
pox ; and no nicety- nor difficulty was experienced 
in the selection of matter, and continuing to 
propagate the disease by inoculation, but such 
as were in course dictated by the inoculation for 
the Smallpox. But Ihad heard of objections and 
difficulties to encounter from, 1. the frequent 
failure of the vaccine matter when sent, to a 
distance from town, and used after being dried, 
The fact is, that dried vaccine matter is natu- 
rally less efficacious than dried variolous matter. 
There is no just pretence for imputation of ig- 
norance or inaccuracy, merely because vaccine: 
matter sent to distant parts from whence taken 

“fails to produce the Cowpock; nor on the other 
hand any right to impute to peculiar knowledge 
the efficacy of matter in such circumstances. 

The very first parcel of matter which was sent by 
me to Vienna, and also to Paris, produced the 
Vaccina; but that sent to the Cape of Good 
Hope, and the West Indies failed. The matter 
_ sent by Dr. Jenner to Dr. Odier of Geneva, 
produced according to Husson. (Recherches 
Sur la Vaccine, 1801, p.98,) ‘ the Spurious 
Cowpock.” —2. There were accounts of persons 
taking the Smallpox who had been said to have 
undergone the inoculated Cowpock.—3. A few 
instances were reported of alarming inflammation 
H 4 “Xe 


| | 104 ; ; 
of the inoculated arm. It did not appear to me 
then, and has not appeared since, that. any - 
thing was necessary but knowledge of the cha- 
racters which distinguish the Cape from’ 
every other eruption, more especially from the 
Smallpox, with which it was confounded by 
Dr, Jenner; but between which eruptions the 
practice in London first made the necessary dis- 
criminations: for the circular Jigure, the smooth 
surface, the less pointed shape, and the peculiar 
scab, were first noticed as. peculiar to the Cow- 
pock by Dr. Woodville and myself. “This repre- 
sentation 1s necessary, because these diStinctions 
are, | apprehend, fundamentally requisite to be 
known for the propagation of the Vaccina ; 
‘which, however, we do not find in this second 
_ Treatise of the Petitioner, any more than i in the 
former. | 
This is the proper place for inserting ‘the ori- 
ginal observations of the AE proper- 
ties of the inoculated vaccine pock, the import- — 
ance of which seems ta haye very generally 
escaped observers, and the understanding ‘of 
which, in the early part of the practice, 2 to wit 
in 1799 and 1800, would, I think, have pre- 
vented most of the mistakes committed, and the 
failures in exciting the Vaccina by inoculation. 
The acuteness of Dr. Woodville, and the obli- — 
gations of the public to him, will be fairly ap- 
-preciated by considering that he was led to ex- 


3 3 105 
pect,: from: Dr: Jenner’s' account, a quite dif 
ferently*appearing pock, from what, I suppose, 
all the world now knows to be the fact ; yet, for 
the ‘first time, I believe, is Dr. Woodville’s 
claim to this fundamental discovery now as- 
serted, although, on the knowledge of the dis- 
criminating characters of the vaccine pock de- , 
pends the right judgment of the vaccine. disor- 
der’; but which, it must be owned, cannot :be 
justly conceived, without repeated exercise of the . 
eye ‘in watching the progress of the pock, from | 
its rise, through its different stages, to the form- 
ation of the scab; and, finally, separation, 
leaving «a scar never, during life, to be ohhte- 
rated. | . | aie OT 

The general character of the tumour, ane the 
‘moculation of the Smallpox, is very. different 
‘from that of the Cowpox ; and though “ onthe 
same day a person.be inoculated in one arm with 
the matter of the Cowpock, and in the other 
with that of the Smallpox, yet both tumours pre- 
_ serve their respective characteristic appearances 
‘throughout the whole course of the. disease. 
This is certainly a strong proof that the two dis-_ 
eases, In respect to their local action, continue 
separate and distinct. ie Wroaalttny S sane p- 
(140, 8vo. May 1799. : 

“« The local tumour excited by he inocu- 
Jation of the Cowpox, is commonly of .a dif- 
ferent appearance from that which is the con. 
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sequence of inoculation with variolous matter; 
for if the inoculation be performed by a simple 
_ ‘puncture, the consequent tumour, in the propor- — 
tion of three times out of four, or more, assumes a 
form completely circular, and it continues circum-— 
scribed, with tts edges elevated and well defined, — 
and tts surface flat throughout every stage of the 
disease ; while that which is produced from vario- 
lous matter, either preserves a pustular form, or 
spreads along the skin, and becomes angulated and 

irregular, or disfigured by numerous vesicles.” 
© Another distinetion still more. general and ~ 
decisive is to be drawn from the contents of the : 
-Cowpox tumour; for the fluid it forms, unless 
from some accidental circumstance, very rarely — 
becomes purtiform, and the scab which succeeds ~ 
js of a harder texture, exhibits a smoother surface, 
and differs tn its colour from that which 1s formed 
by the concretion of pus.”’—Woodville’s Reports, 

8vo. p. 146, published May 1799. | 
These characters of the Cowpock, fo wif, — 
circumscribed circular elevated eruption, sur- 
-rounded by a red halo or effloresence; smooth 
surface; brown, black, or mahogany and tama- 
rind stone coloured long adhering scab ; are re- 
_peatedly noticed in the detail of particular cases 
by Dr. Woodville, in his Reports of 1799, pages © 
38, 39, 40, 41, and 56. 

Dr. Woodville’s characteristic marks belong- 

ing to the Cowpock, seem now so plain to be un-_ 
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derstood and distinct, that one cannot but wonder 
that they should have escaped, above all} Dr. 
Jenner’s notice, who was so much interested in 
propagating the real Vaccina ; yet we find him 
writing a second Treatise in the summer 1799, 
and a third in the spring 1800, without making 
any use’ of these phenomena to prevent mistakes, 
while he labours to shew how to avoid error, by 
enumerating several sources of what he calls 
spurious Cowpox ; I will not say wholly uselessly, 
but certain [ am the end would have been at- 
tained more certainly, by a description of the 
Cowpock as it appears in nature, and not its 
resembling exactly the Smallpox, according to 
Dr. a aes ; 

I took for granted that the above description 
‘and observations would render any farther ac- 
count unnécessary ; and therefore, although my. 
observations ‘were as early, I did not publish 
them distinctly; but decisive indications may 
be refetred to that I did make them, from the fol- 
- Jowing lines :— 

“ T will not allow that any person’s evidence 
is much to be depended upon for this point, 
unless he really know. what are the characters _ 
of the Cowpock eruption, and what are those of ~ 
‘the variolous.”—Philos. Mag. April 1799, and 
other Journals. : 

© Of course the pustule, in the inoculated 
part, is very different from that of the vaccine 
pock,”’—Philos. Mag. Jan’. 1800. 
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eT some instances these eruptions. have oc- 
curred, although. the inoculated part exhibited 
the. genuine vaccine pustule.”—Ibid. > # 
“© This last. case was probably that which, Mr. 
Keate informs me, had, in the inoculated part; 
the genuine vaccine eruption, (vesicle,) but in 
all others, Mr. Barret. observed, that, in the i Ino= 
culated part, the pustule, was ragged at the edges 
and flat, “more commen the variolous: aie 
tule.”—Ibid. tae be 
«We must consider the two poisons, as of 7 
distinctly different species, on account of the dif- © 
ferent characters of: the et in the ae 
and Cowpox.”——Ibid.° xe 4 7 
‘oie permanent nature of the vaccine poison - 
appears now fully determined ; for it seems fair 
to calculate, that at least 5000 persons have been 
inoculated with the matter originally taken in 
‘January and February 1799, by Dr. Woodville 
anid myself, from the Cows. in Grays-inn-lane ; 
and by myself, exclusively, from My. Willan’s 
_ Cows, in Mary-le-bone fields ; and yet the cha- 
. acters of the inoculated Cowpock are the same 
Now, that they. were in the first instances, di- 
rectly from the animal. ?-—March. 1800, ‘Meh f 
and Phys. Journal. Se . 
‘To return to the aecrniiated ‘of Dr. Saance' s 4! 
second treatise ; the author hearing of persons 
having taken the Smallpox who were said ta 
have undergone the-‘Cowpox in the casual way, 
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it seems he was incited to treat of what he called. 
Spurious Cowpor ; and the observations relative to 
it, have been quoted as. ‘serving to elucidate 
what was said to be “ mysterious,” and to enable 
- practitioners to select proper matter for inoculating 
the Vaccina. Notwithstanding these commen- 
dations I with confidence expect that Mr. Aiken, _ 
who has written so usefully popular a work on 
the Cowpock, will judge differently concerning 
the pretended spurious Vaccina ; after due con- 
sideration of what I have here written. And I 
make the same remark on the elegant book of 
Dr. Thornton, ade published on the same. sub- 
"ject. ‘ 
To judge how el. facts bear upon the claim 
of the “ mode of transferring, indefinitely, the | 
vaccine matter, without any diminution of its 
specific power, to which no other person has al, 
Jeged a title,” the necessary extracts must, be 
brought forward. 
| htt sources of the Spurious Cowpox are, 

““ Pustules‘on the nipples or udder of BAe 
Ae which pustules contain no specific virus.’ 

2, « Matter (originally possessing the specific 
-virus,) which has suffered a decomposition, 
‘either | from. putrefaction, or ape any other 
cause less obvious to the senses.’ 

» 8. Matter from an ulcer in an advanced 
atage which ulcer arose from a true Cowpock.” 
ASS Matter. produced on the human skin, 
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from contact with some peculiar matter gene- 


rated by a horse.” ' 
I cannot conceive how these observations re- 


late to the discovery of selecting proper matter, 


further than in the first instance, in taking it 
from the brute animal ; but surely these cautions, 
which are not necessary to an intelligent In- 
oculator of Smallpox, cannot be offered as pre- 
tensions to discovery ; yet it is curious to find, 
that the author, as he proceeds, notices, for the 
first time, as far as I perceive, the only way in 
which the inoculation can be practised securely, 
to wit. “ by first learning how to distinguish, 


with accuracy, between that peculiar pustule, 


which is the true Cowpock, and that which is 
Spurious ;” or, as 1 would prefer to say, between 
that which as the pees and the eruptions which 
are not. 

The terms Spurious ebepais to my concep- 
tion,either convey an erroneous notion, or have no 


definite meaning; for Iam unable to perceive © 


that they can mean any thing but.a particular 
and specific disease, or else they mean any lo- 
cal affection whatever, produced by inoculating 
animal matter or other substances, or by the 
mere puncture. Now, first, a specific local 
affection, which is characterised by a dis- 
tinguishing set of appearances, occasioned by 


animal matters of the kinds alluded to, has not, 
as far as I know, fallen under observation and 


x 


111 


Passa sides 2d. The local affections, acuta 
. by so many different kinds of animal, or other 
_ e€xtrancous matter, or by mere punctures, not 
yet discriminated by specific phenomena can- 
not have notions of them excited by the words 
Spurious Cowpock, because their just import is 
what is defined in the mind. Here there is a 
gross violation of the laws of Philology, well 
calculated for producing confusion, mistakes, 
and disputes. According to this representation, 
then, in order to disabuse the public from the 
errors of the terms Spurious Cowpock, it ap- 
pears to me we should substitute the phrase, 
local affection not having the distinguishing 
characters of the Cowpock, and excited by an 
agent intended to produce the Cowpock. 

Hence I hope these remarks may serve to ex- 
plode the misleading terms Spurious Cowpor, and 
introduce a precise meaning in the place of an 
indeterminate one, I entirely agree with the 
author, that to avoid error, from using unfit mat- 
ter, “ the first object should be:to learn the dis- 

_tinguishing properties of the Cowpock : until 
: experience has determined this, we view our 
object through a mist.”—(p. 9.) 

“< Let us suppose that the Smallpox and Chick- 
_ enpox were at the same time to spread among the 
inhabitants of a country. which had never been 
visited by ezther of ‘those distempers ; and where 
‘they ‘were quite unknown before; what ‘con- 
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fusion would. arise! The patient who.had- gone 
through the Chickenpox to any extent would 
feel equally easy with regard to, his future secu- 
rity from the Smallpox, asthe person who had 
actually passed through that disease. . Time and 


future observation would draw the line distinc> 


tion: so I presume it will be with. the Conley: 


‘Until. it is more generally understood, - ‘all 


cavillmg on the mere report of those who tell us © 


: they have had the Cowpox, and are afterwards _ 


found to be susceptible of the Rnallpgteys should . 


be suspended.?’ 
If the author was. impressed with he import- 


ance of ascertaining these distinguishing proper- ¥ 
ties, one would have expected. from him a de- — 
scription of them in his very jirs¢ publication, — 
which, though less splendid, would have been in=- ~ 


finitely more useful than the plates given in that 


work ; or indeed they seemed especially the less @ 
useful, as the vaccine pocks were said to resemble HM 
the Smallpox “so exactly, that an experienced ¢ 
-inoculator could not distinguish them from one 4 


another.” 
I desire to be understood as by no means dis’ 


allowing the usefulness of delineations of erup- — 


\ 


tions on plates: I only mean to speak compa- _ 


ratively in afhrming, that a.good. verbal descrip- ~ 


ar 


tion without plates, is more valuable than the ~ 


best likenesses without a description. Unfor-— 


"tunately for the public, the author not only, as. 
it seems, was unable to give a verbal description 


ae 
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of the characters of the Cowpock, ea ‘anpeats 
from inoculation, owing to the paucity of ins 
-stances.(about seven cases only having fallen un- 
der his observation) when he published his ‘work 
in 1798; but the unlucky oversight of not contrast- 
ing the drawing of the Smallpox with that of the 
Cowpock ;. -and the omitting to delineate by the 
drawing even the Cowpock in its principal 
different stages ; rendered the plates in his work 
quite inadequate to the exciting a just notion of 
_ this eruption. The. effect of such a contrast is 
manifest from the inspection of the subjoined 
plate: a similar representation in the work 
on the Variole Vaccine in 1798, especially if 
accompanied by a description, would have 
greatly accelerated the progress. of knowledge of 
the Vaccina, and prevented many mistakes in 
the new inoculation. ‘That the author should 
have continued in “subsequent editions of his 
publication to have given no further distinctions; 
but repeated the assertion of the similarity of 
_the inoculated vaccine pock’ to the Smallpox, is 
_ tome a procedure utterly inexplicable. 
The author ought therefore, perhaps, to’have 
been less urgent in his complaints of the errors. 
committed in the practice of the new inoculation, 
_ since practitioners furnished with vaccine matter 
by Dr. My pogvile and myself * exclusively for 
5 To remove all doubt, and repel the insinuations that the 
arg first employed, in 1799, by Dr, Woodville and myself, 
I 
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some time were at sea-without a compass—they 
had’ indeed the comparison with Smallpox, but 
that ‘served: to | mislead. Hence in vain we 
search in the author’s second work now before 
us forthe distinctions between the * vaccine 


and distributed by me, was not real Cowpock matter, it will be 
sufficient to appeal to the Reports printed in the public Medicak 
and Philosophical Journals in the years 1799 and 1800. As 
an example, I cite the following : : “ The vaccine virus which 
1 received from Mr. Addington, was originally sent to him by 


Dr. Pearson, of St. George’s Hospital: On the 8th June,. 


I used that sent me by Dr. Jenner. I used no other during the. 


remainder of my practice. The appearance ef an eruption an 


‘the two first, patients surprized me greatly, as_well as those 


subsequently inoculated ; and after I was favoured with vace 
cine virus by Dr Jenner, I was convinced from the exact 


similarity of the effects, that what I had. reeeived from Mr. 
Addington was genuine.”—Evan’s Letter, Med..and Phys. 


Journal, vol. II. p. 312. 


* It is very Ludaal eae that even ‘at the time of the 


_second publication the author should not have ‘noticed the — 


distinguishing properties between the Cewpeock and Small- 


pox; yet at p. 30, he says, the inoculated Cowpock so. much. | 


resembles the Smallpox, that a surgeon declared he could not 
perceive the difference : nay, in the daily reports ofthe cases 


of inoculated Cowpock, the pock is not seen to differ from the- 


Smallpox in figure, milky whiteness, areola, or scab; which — 


were certainly distinctly remarked at that time in London.. 
See p. 30, 31.—And it is hardly credible, that atthe close, of 
this publication, p. 57, 58, in detailing two cases further, 
the author speaks of them as resembling the Smallpox. In18. 
eases by Mr. Hickes, p.59, in the infant 20 hours old, 


p.-62, and another, p, 63,. no account is given of the chae 
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pock, variolous, and other eruptions: to whom — 
the public is indebted for these; has been above — 
_ related.: | 

On the point of the claim, preserving matter, 
‘we are informed that “ Cowpox matter” has 
been kept possessing all its. specific properties 
forthree months, “by drying it in the open air on 
some compact body, as a quill ora piece of glass, 
and afterwards securing it in asmall phial.” But 
by keeping it moist and warm, the matter can- 
not be depended upon for producing a perfect dis- 
ease, although it may produce a resembling one— 
that the first-formed virus, or what constitutes , 
the true Cowpock pustule, invariably possesses 
the power he has ascribed to it, namely, that of 
destroying the susceptibility to the Smallpox— 
that when the vaccine pustule becomes an ulcer, 
(to which state it is often disposed to pass, unless. 
_ timely checked) the matter'is suspected of pos- 
sessing very different properties, so.as to produce 
an ulcer ina sore, and excite a constitutional 
-affection, “ imitating”? the genuine Cowpox.— 
At page 42, the author acknowledges he does 
not yet know at what stage the matter of the 
Cowpock loses its specific power, for which. | 
- reason all that had hitherto been inoculated ought 
_ to submit-to variolous inoculation.—P. 42, 43. 


racteristic Sipeslice of the Cowpock. Nor in any of these 
_ cases is mention made of the day « after inoculation at ibe the 

‘matter was taken, : 
: 12 
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In the course. of the summer and wititer, 
1799, and the whole year 1800, in thé public 
Journals, references will be found to my letters, 
stating that the vaccine matter is efficacious 


commonly between the 8th and 11th day, but 
that later it often fails ; and that when the vesicle 


becomes a pustule, it cannot be depended upon. 
This direction appears to me at this time all that 


is requisite, and the mystery about taking and _ 


not taking matter with certain appearances of 
the areola, or halo around the Pock, and the 


particular day or sooner than the 9th, Iam sure — 


are all ill-founded, and therefore hurtful cautions. — 
But I only mean these as general rules; for, 


as hath been before observed, matter may be — 
as efficacious in one case on the 6th or 7th, 


as in another | ‘on the 8th or 9th, and in ano- © 


ther on the 11th and 12th, as’ at any former 
period. There is no direction wanted’ accord-— 


ing to my experience with respect to taking 


matter, but-what is commonly understood in the. — 
variolous inoculation. It is not the time after 


inoculation which should constantly determine 
the choice of matter so much as the state of the 


‘ 


vaccine pock; nor can the selection of matter — 


prevent the deceptions and mistakes in practice _ 


of persons being supposed to'have gone through 


the Vaccina who had a local affection from ino- — 


| culation of a different kind. ‘It is the knowledge 
of the craaG of the vaccine pock, which is” 
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the best guide, and has never failed in my expe- 
rience to direct me without meeting a single 
_ disappointment. How the selection of matter 
‘without this knowledge can secure from error, I 
am unable to’comprehend. As a proof that I 
- Was not unmindftl in my extensive correspon- 
dence, when I first disseminated the vaccine 
matter, to remind the Inoculator, that it should, 

as in the Smallpox, not be taken in too advanced 
a stage, or when some adventitious change had 
taken place, I shall extract a few-lines from 
the communication of Dr. Huggan, one of the 
early able promoters of the new inoculation. 
“© Dr. P. directs, that the matter be not taken if 
it be purulené, as it cannot be depended upon— 
‘That the matter may be preserved without losing 
its active properties, it should be kept in a phial 
quite dry, and closely stopped, or in hydrogen 
or nitrogen gas, as Dr. P. recommends. The 
matter is in an efficacious state from the 8th to 
the 11th day generally. Med.and Phys. Jour- 
nal, April 1800, p. 347.—As a proof that judi- 
dicious Inoculators in course avoided the matter 
after the 11th day generally, I quote Dr. Stro- 
meyer’s letter, Hanover, March 24, 1800: 
«© After the 11th day I have hitherto desisted ta. 
repeat collecting more matter, yet I wish to know 

how long it might be continued.” \ 
But still we have not exhausted the search into 
the sources of information from the author’s 
13 
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works, for the selecting and distinguishing ” 
‘fit matter exclusively imputed to him as a dis- 


covery, because the third essay entitled, “ A. 
Continuation, of Facts and Observations relative 
to the Variole Vaccine, &c. by Edward Jen- 
ner, M.D. &c. published April 1800, is yet 
unexamined. 

The first observation I find in this treatise 
relative to the object of inquiry, is occasioned 
by the unexpected appearance of variolous-like 
eruption alone with the Vaccine disease in the 
Smallpox Hospital, to avoid which ‘eruptions, 


_ Dr. Woodville, by experience, was taught to 


select matter from cases without eruptions, and 


-with well characterised Cowpock ; in consequence — 


of which precaution, Dr. W. says the disease | 
became milder, with a much smaller proportion 
of eruptive cases. He concludes, that the Cow- 
pox, “from certain circumstances, 18 not only, 
liable to lose the characters which distinguish it 
from the Smallpox, but also to continue to pro~ 
pagate itself under this new and casual modifi- 
cation. The Vaccine Variole and the Human 
Variole ought therefore to be considered as only 
varieties of the same disease, rather than as distinct. 
species. (Woodville’s Reports, &¢; 8vo. p. 153, 


_ published May 1799.)—Dr. Jenner, in the trea- 


tise before us, rejects the above inference, 


alleging, that “ the decline, and finally the total - 
_ extinction nearly of these pustules, are more fairly 


~ 
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attributed to the Cowpox virus, assimilating the 
variolous, the former being probably the origi- 
nal, the latter the same disease under a peculiar 
and at present ‘an inexplicable modification.” 
Farther: the author observes, that in his former 
work he was of opinion that the Smallpox and 
the Cowpox were the same disease under dif- 
ferent modifications. _ 

These ‘observations are relative in this place 
to show that neither of these authors came near. 
the truth in their conjectures; and according to 
these conjectures, they could not with certainty 
explain. how to select pure vaccine matter. It 
is no imputation that both conjectured errone- 
ously, for then the new inoculation did not 
furnish sufficient evidence to manifest. what may 
be considered as either a new law, (more 
truly two new laws), er an exception to a 
‘law of the animal economy, ¢o wit, that two 
‘different species of morbific poisons, the variolous 
and vaccine, can produce their specific effects 
at the same time in the same constitution, and in . 
a mode unthought of, as well as contrary to the 
established laws of agency of the variolous poi- 
son. If this new law had been understood. 
at the time of these publications, it would have — 
been known that matter taken from a vaccine 
pock in the inoculated ‘part, attended by the 
Smallpox, would produce’ singly and distinctly - 
_ the Vaccina on Inoculation, as ‘well ‘as the 
ae he 
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matter of the attending variolous eruptions 

would. produce fairly and. distinctly the Small- 

pox on Inoculation: also that the Cowpock can 

never become Smallpox,) nor » the Smallpox 

change into Cowpock ; nor the poison of the one 
disease be destroyed (assimilated as above cited) 

by the other; nor does it appear that the Vaccine 

Poison differs in its properties according to its 

production by the Cows in London,}in the pro- 

vincial farms of any part of England, in Ireland, 

in Italy, and in America, The misrepresentation 

of, Dr. Jenner, from no doubt inadvertency, 

which Dr. Woodville alleges against him respect 

ing the effects of matter on incoculation, was in 

reality taken at the Smallpox Hospital, but . 
stated to have been obtained from Mr, Clark’s 
Cow, is one of the proofs of what Ihave-above © 
asserted at p. 113, Note. —(Qbservations on Cow- 
. pox, by Woodville, 8vo, 1800, .p. 9.). 

L have met with a few further observations of — 
- the author, concerning the ‘ choice-of matter,” 
or which are asserted on his recommendation. 
‘* It should not be taken later than the 9th day. vey 
Med. and Phys, Journal. (Vol. iv. p. 489.) ~ 


—<« Dr. J. neyer uses any matter that is not 


taken before the areola is fully. formed. When 
taken later it is not to be, depended upon asa 
preventive of Smallpox, although it will pro- 
duce a disease imitative of the,true vaccine.”— — 
(Vol. vi. p. 121.) Ay correspondent, under the 4 
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signature M; as I think, very Sustly! Serna | 
* that, in a sufficient number of cases, he has 
not been able to remark any difference in the 
appearances of the pock, from matter after the full 
formation of the areola, and those accounted of the 
genuine vaccine,”— —(Ibid. p, 218. )—But. ano- 
ther correspondent, (Ibid. p. 326.) on the au- 
thority. of Dr. J. replies, that it is fully ascer- 
tained that at a certain indetermined period, but 

always a late one; the Cowpock, < virus,” ‘ is 
capable of producing morbid and phagedznic 
ulceration, considerable erysipelatous inflamma- 
tion, ‘and a train of effects wholly dissimilar to | 
those of pure and recently formed virus*.” 

* It istruly grievous to read, and humiliating to reflect on 
the conduct of. men who either become partizans of personal 
interests, and whose reasoning becomes warped by such interests ; . 
or who, independent of prejudice, can reason oppositely on : 
the same facts, to men esteemed generally to judge with 
justice. So it has happened where it was proved, 

1. That mischief which was imputed to virulent matter after 
the areola was formed, namely, of the,12th day, was not occa- 
sioned by the age of the vesicle, because matter from the same 
vesicle at a later period produed the mildest Vaccina; and be- 
cause in other cases experiments purposely made, shewed the 
Vaccina excited by matter from a vesicle on the 8th day, or 
sooner, (when it can be had) is not milder than that from 
matter of a vesicle on the 11th day or 12th day. | 

. Where there was no proof of the matter bein viunntene 
or : it had been so, that there were any facts to show such 
matter was the cause of excessive inflammation and ulceration, 


. 122 | 3 
Hence matter, not later than the 8th or 9th day, “ 
should be used ; and, provided the progress be 
regular, ‘“ no alteration in its qualities can occur.” 
To these affirmations I add one more on the 
same side of the question, from a paper of 


_ 3. Although extensive experience in the hands of able 
practitioners has shown that escharotics and caustics are not 
wanted; nor is admissible evidence in the general estimation 
of such men yet produced, although the practice is urged. 

4, Although all-the world knows it is imprudent to make 
numerous and deep incisions—to mix different animal fluids in 
practising inoculation, even healthy ones—that puncturing or - 
cutting a pustule surrounded by inflammation, especially with 
a rusty instrument, or one armed with some morbid matter, is” 
liable to do mischief: I say, notwithstanding these facts, we 
find some authors imputing unfavourable consequences to other 
agents, against the evidence of such facts, and referring to Dr. 
Jennez’s book for directions, which either are not contained in 
it, or which belong in common to the inoculation of the Small- 
pox and of the Vaccina.: This is not all; we find connected 
with these strictures a censure, on those who by their zeal sup- 
ported the vaccine inoculation, for mistaking the Smallpox 
matter for the Cowpock, which is without proof; but if ad- 
mitted, would only justly prove, that for want of a description 
of the characters of the Cowpock instead of plates; and on 
account of the Cowpock being said to be exactly like the 
Smallpox in'the first instance, such mistakes had been made. 

To crown all; we find persons without pretensions from a 
studious life, and who have had little experience, charge men 
who have consumed not a short life wholly in practice and 
contemplation, with gross ignorance, merely because they - 
have been guilty of the misdemeanour of stating facts, and 
- differing inopinion from their authority. , 
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“ instruction,” signed Ed. Jenner; the date I 
know not, but think it was printed in 1801.— 
«< Let the vaccine fluid be taken, for inocula- 
~ tion, from a pustule that is making its progress 
regularly, and which possesses the true vaccine 
character, on any day from the fifth to the eighth, 
or even a day or two later, provided the efflores- 
cence be not then formed around it.’’ ‘The author 
_adds, ‘‘ the vaccine fluid is liable to undergo a 
decomposition.” ‘This decomposition is proved 
by its producing a “ spurious pustule,” 7. é. in 
such a state a change has been produced -in the 
matter; but that the change consists in de-- 
composition, is the mere coinage of fancy, and 
with equal right I would affirm it consists im 
composition. But the assertion of decomposition, 
- and the use of the term, Spurious Cowpock, I can- 
not avoid saying, in spite of my wish to abstain 
from criticism) are unworthy of sound judgment. 
The tule of not taking matter, is not allowed 
to be founded in. experience on the other side 
of the Atlantic, any more than in this country : 

as Dr. Currie, of Philadelphia, abderved. in a 
written note to p. 13 of his Letters, on the Kine- 
pox, &c. sent to me, July 1802. * Dr. J; says, 
the fluid should never be taken from the vesicle 
after the areola is completely. formed. I have, 
however, taken it till the areola began to fade, 
and have produced the diseasé in its genuine 
form, with equal certainty as when taken at an 
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earlier period. And the matter that succeeded 
in communicating and propagating the disease 
at Norfolk, was taken by Dr. Balfour, from a 
patient in Philadelphia, on the 10th day, when 
the areola was completely formed.” . 
I think it advisable to be on the safe side, . 
and, therefore, to be attentive to the mode ot 
inoculation, to. the quantity, and to the kind of 
matter; yet I believe, that, in at least nine cases 
out ef ten, when violent inflammation, gan- . 
grene, and death ensue from a puncture or cut, 
although animal matter be at the same time ap- 
plied, or some other extraneous matter, it is 
the peculiar state of the constitution, and not the 
matter applied, nor the kind of cut or puncture, 
which is the occasion of those serious conse- 
quences. Because, 1. Such consequences take 
place from puncture, or incision, by a perfectly 
| clean steel instrument. 2. From fresh animal ~ 
matter applied tothe cut. 3. Because no such © 
consequences take place in general, although 
even the matter of many kinds of ulcers, and 
animal morbid poisons be introduced, wih 
The late I. H. M. pricked his thumb witha 
thorn. Inflammation and gangrene came on, 
which killed him. M. C. punctured one arm 
with aJancet which had alittle blood upon it. 
Inflammation of the punctured part, redness, 
-with hardness and swelling of the. lymphatic 
vessels, first took place; then suppuration and 
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swelling of the axilla of the arm wounded. He 
recovered. 

In dissecting dead bodies Students very afar 
have set atic is swelled lymphatics, swel- 
ling of the axillary glands, -suppuration, &c. 
merely from a cut with a clean knife or needle, 
as.well as when animal matter is introduced. 

A woman pricked the end of her thumb with a 
splintered bone of mutton. Inflammation came 
- on, with vesicles, which proved fatal in ten days 
time.—London Med. Review, Sept. 1798. 

‘The following direction is all we have found 
_ necessary in practice, and which is among the . 

printed directions of the Vaccine Pock Institution, 
long before the preceding author informed the . 
public in the same way. ‘‘ For inoculation mat- 
ter may be taken between the 7th and 13th days, 
‘generally ; but probably it is most efficacious, 
and is in greatest quantity on the 9th and 10th 
days.” To judge of the proper kind of pock 
from which matter is to be taken, the follow mg 
information is giyen by the Institution: < If 
the infection take, there will be. seen in the ino- 
culated part, in four days or less, a red spot, _ 
like a small gnat bite; in six days there will be 
. generally a very small vesicle; in nine days a 
circular vesicle appears, as large as a peas often 
surrounded by a small red areola; in twelve 
days the red areola will generally surround the 
vesicle, which then begins to dry and turn black. 
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in the middle; between the 8th and" 11th day a 
slight fever often takes place; by the. 14th day 
the vesicle is usually changed into a circular 
dark brown scab, which should by no means be » 
‘removed, but left to fall off, which it will do in 
_ two or three weeks, leaving a pit.’ I hope the 
Institution will not suffer much by the compari- 
sons with Dr. J’s. information in his printed. 
instructions, as follows: * A little spot willap- 
pear onthe punctured part on the third day, if 
the operation succeed, which on the fourth or 
fifth becomes perceptibly vesicated. It goes on 
increasing till the tenth day, when it'is generally. 
‘surrounded by ‘a rose-coloured efflorescence, 


which remains ‘nearly stationary. for a day or - | 


two. The efflorescence then fades away, .and. 
the pustule is gradually converted into a hard 
glossy scab of a dark grey colour. These pro-. 
gressive stages of the pustule are commonly 
completed in sixteen or seventeen days.” 

To this place belong the observations of the 
author, on the preservation of vaccine matter: 
“Various methods have been proposed, but, 
from the test of long experience, it may be as- 
-serted, that preserving it between two plates of 
glass is the most eligible. Leta piece of com- 
mon window glass be cut into squares, of about 
an inch each, so that they shall lie smooth 
when placed upon each other. - Let the col- 

lected vaccine fluid be confined to a small space, 
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(about the size of a split pea) upon the centre of 
one of these glasses, which should be suffered to 
dry in the commor heat of the atmosphere, with-. 


out exposure to the heat of fire, or of the sun. 


+ 


When dry, it should: be immediately secured, by 
placing over it the other piece of glass. Nothing 


“more is necessary for its preservation than«wrap-, 


ping it in clean writing paper.—J/nstructions, 


above cited. In this way. we are told “ it may 
be sent to China, and never fail to communicate 


the disease.’ 


I have thus carefully collected all toe obser 


vations I could find of the Petitioner’s, which E | 


supposed afforded any sort of evidence for the , 
claim asserted by the Honourable Committee in 


‘such emphatic terms, fo wit. “ The; mode-of | 


transferring indefinitely the vaccine matter with-_ 
out any diminution of its specific power, to 
which it does not appear that any -person has 
ever alleged a title.” And these observations 
include all I could find relative ¢o the proper 
selection and distinction of matter for ineculations 
stated:in the Report, by two or three evidences, 
to have been learned from the Petitioner’s 
writings. 3 

I now refer to peach judges ee follows 
ing questions, which I trust may be faitly pro-. 
posed : | 

1. Whether « oer no ‘de Bek iuser direction, 


_ concerning the time of selecting matter, are not 
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according to unproved facts, or, indeed, are - - 
against ascertained facts; and if so, whether, 
by thus introducing error, the progress in the 
history of the Vaccina has not been impeded ? 

2. Whether the introduction of the term 
Spurious Cowpock, for considerations above 
stated, is not productive of mistake and = 
- Notions? | | 

3. Whether the pointing out the sources of 
animal matter, which, on inoculation, would 
produce what was called Spurious Cowpock, is 
not nugatory, in case the discriminating .cha- 
racters of the’ Cowpock had been described ; 
and as undescribed, the account of these sources 
would not be adequate to the intention of pre- 
- venting mistakes. into which» any a 
_ Practiser ‘w -ould ever fall. 

4.. Whether some of the PK imputed to the 
sources of Spurious Cowpock,‘are as I affirm, 
from most: extensive experience, merely ima- 
_ginary, or at most but varieties, Such as 
«‘ when the Cowpock pustule has degenerated 
into an ulcer, (to which state it is often dis- 
posed to pass, unless timely checked,) I suspect 
the matter, possessing very different properties 


may sooner or Jater be produced ; and although y 


it may have passed that stage wherein the spe- 
cific properties of the matter secreted are no 
longer present in it; yet, when applied to a 
sore, (as in the casual way,) it might dispose . 


~ 
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that sore to ulceration, and from its irritation 
the system would probably become affected ; 
and thus, by assuming some of its strongest 
characters, it would imitate the genuine Cow- 
pox.—({ Jenner, Further Observations, p. 7.) 
On the rock of experience, 1, I must con- 
tradict the assertion of the proneness of Cows 
pock to degenerate into ulcer. 2. I say, that 
nothing but Cowpock matter ever produces any 
pock, which by its resemblance can impose upon 
an experienced eye, and will be considered as the 
oe. 

5. Whether the not seasINing the vaccine 
pock ; the not noticing the day of the pocks re- 
presented by the plates; and the alleged pre- - 
cise resemblance of the Smallpock to the Cow- 
pock; were the occasion of the. mistakes 
among the Inoculators for the new disease, and 
of the impediments in practice. 

6. Whether or no there is any evidence of the 
Petitioner having discovered any new method of 
- preserving vaccine matter in an efficacious state 5 
_ or of any new mode of inoculating. I may here 
remark, that the only new mode of preserving 
the matter, is that which I employed, and which 
answered so well on sending it for the inocula- 
tion at Paris in May 1800, viz. including it in 
hydrogen gas. Further; the use for the first 
time by me of a platina lancet, which cannot be 

py 
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oxided, ‘or becomie rusty, furnishes a new eal 
of keeping it on the lancet. 

7. Whether or no the representation of the 
‘great inflammation in the inoculated part. for 
which escharotic and caustic applications were 
recommended, subsequently found not. to exist 
as stated ; and when it doesoceur, not requiring 
-such applications ; did impede the new practice. 
‘Dr. Woodville very early observes against Dr. 
siete representation, ‘© We have been told that 
the Cowpox tumour has. frequently produced 
erysipelatous inflammation and phagedenic ul- 
cers; but the..inoculated. part has not ulcerated 


in any of the cases. which have been under my _ 


care, nor have I observed inflammation to occa- 
- .slon any inconvenience, except in one instance, — 
 -when it was soon subdued by the application of. | 
Aqua Lithargyri AcetatiReports, 1799, p. 
156.—These observations I confirmed in my 
paper of August 1799: and in.the practice of 
the Vaccine Institution, out of one thousand 
cases certainly sore arms have been found to be 
amuch more rare occurrence than in.the inocu-— 
lated variola. : 


Finally, On the head of “the right. ofthe 
Petitioner to claim the discovery,” the Honour- 
able Committee affirm, .that this is not limited 
to certain parts. of the new practice, for “that 
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the world became acquainted with this discovery 
by no other means than by his ample and unre= ° 
served communications.””—P, 7, Report. 

IT apprehend the terms of this declaration may 
be understood in two senses ; but as I am unable 
to'determine which of them is here meant, I 
must examine the pretentions according to either | 
meaning. 

1. What is here meant’ may be that the Pe: 
titioner discovered all the facts, and established 
the rules which are ‘the nae of the new 
practice. 

2. The detning may be, that the Petitioner 
was by his communications to the public, the 
immediate or direct occasion of the ‘new prac- 
tice; by making known or rendering probable 
some of the fundamental facts, which by the 
subsequent industry of several other persons, 
occasioned’ the discovery of othér truths, and the 
experience which established the present rules. 

Now as to the former meaning: In the pro- 
, gress of the investigation of the justice of par- 
ticular \claims asserted for the Petitioner, many » 
facts from the history. of Vaccine: Inoculation © 
have, been exposed to view, which, ‘if ‘justly 
stated; have already:shewn that this representa- 
> tion of the Honourable Committee is not, perhaps, 
correct; but the exclusive and unqualified claim’ 
here vindicated is so weakly grounded, I believe 
on the other facts of history,, that I misty, as the 
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Assertor of truth, in the. next place itatid ary 
appeal to such facts as probably will be allowed 
to invalidate, if not to extinguish, the claim 
alleged. 

1. From. the experience of some cases of 
casual Cowpock, under the observation of the 
Petitioner, and the common opinion of farmers, 
‘it was asserted that the Cowpock did not endan- 
ger life, but was attended with considerable 
painful inflammation, oftentimes of long dura- 
tion.—Jenner’s Inquiry, 4to. 1798. 

2. From the same source of experience the 
Cowpock was declared to be a preservative from 
the Smallpox.—Jnguiry, 4to. 1798. 

3. From the same source of experience the 
Cowpock was affirmed to be not infectious by — 
efluvia.—Jnquiry, 4to. 1798. 

4. The Cowpock was asserted not to be at- . 
tended by eruptions.—Jnqwiry, 4to. 1798. , 

5. The Cowpock was declared to be derived 
from the Grease, “ which makes its progress 
from the horse to the nipple of the Cow, and 
from the Cow to the human aes tiit: Bieri 
4to. 1798, p. 6. | 

6. “ The human body is again and again 
susceptible of the Cowpock.”—ZIngquiry, 4to. 
1798, p. 81. 

7. Persons who have gone through the Small- a 

pox are commonly epi of the waif 
Inquiry, 4to. p. 1%. 
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In attempting to determine the question at 
issue, it is required that the preceding just as 
_ serted facts and observations, be considered in 
due order ; having the poe above-stated in 
view. 

L.. Concerning the four first assertions, they all 
belong principally to the casual Vaccina, fo wit, 
the disorder being dangerless; its being a pre- 
servative from the Smallpox; its being incommu- 
ficable by effuvia ; and its not being attended by 
eruptions like Smallpox. I most willingly allow 
that the public are indebted to the author for the - 
communication of these facts; but I apprehend 
that the small number of instances, and the 
‘want of testimonies, were far from being suf- 
ficient to prove the truth of them, and to com- 
mand assent. ‘These testintonies were furnished _ 
"by the inquiries which I made into most parts of 
the island, and published in 1798. The requi- 
site evidence from the vaccine inoculation prac- | 
tice, ashath been shewn,was furnished in the subse- 
‘quent year; and by whom, has been above-stated. 

2. Concerning the 5th proposition, p. 57, 
however. immaterial whether it be true or not, 
with respect to the practice of the vaccine inocu- 
lation, it may be right to remark, thatthe author ~ 
gives no proof by inoculating either the Cow, or 
the human subject with the matter of Grease. 
Even the circumstantial evidence offered, I am 
of opinion was so little satisfactory, that the 

| K 3 
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credit of the other important facts communicated 
by the author was much injured by the proposition 
under notice. ‘Further: “the assertion ' of the 
origin of the Cowpock inthe Grease excited’a 
prejudice, however unreasonable, which. also 
contributed to produce adversaries to the new 
practice... It must be understood that 1 now 
speak merely of the effects of this “opinion 
on the public mind by the first publication of the 
- author. Ido not mean to enter into the account 
of all that hasbeen said upon this point; but ° 
think Mr. Coleman’s evidence worth: relating. 
=Also as it is among’ the numerous misrepre- 
sentations of correspondents’ with foreigners’ as 
inserted in the Bibl. Brit. vol. XVI. Pp. 397, and 
copied in Husson’s Recherches, Paris, 1801. 

~ Une Lettre de Londres’ nous apprend, ‘que 
Mr. Coleman a enfin réussi:a:inoculer‘les eaux 
aux jambes d’un cheval a une‘vache ;. qué:cette 
inoculation a produit un ulcére sur le-pis de la 
vache, et qu’ avec virus pris sur cet ulecére ona | 
inoculé un enfant quiva eu une vaccine bien 
‘caractérisée.” I had strong reason for dis-~ 
believing this statement, but was compelled to 
obtain the authorized disavowal, which J re- : | 
ceived in the following terms; 1 Re 


My Dear Sir, up neta on 
There is only one word left out in the account 
of my experiments on the matter of Grease, viz. 


) 
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That I have not been able to produce: the Cow- 
be with any mattertaken from horses. z 
Your’s very faithfully, 


E. Coleman. « 
trmary College, 


July.16, 1802. th 

8. On the 6th proposition, that in the same. 
person the Vaccina may be repeatedly excited, I 
remark, 1. that it was not manifested by a single 
instance of inoculation in the author’s. work, 
published in 1798, so often cited; butthe assertion 
was founded on cases of casual affection from 
the vaccine matter : 5 and Dr. Jenner not being 
acquainted at that time with the diagnostic charac- 


ters of the vaccine pock, attended > y the specific 


Constitutional affection, it is too obvious to need 
explanation, that such cases might be analogous 
to those of repeated local affections, in the same 
person, ‘from the variolous poison.—2. The fact 
asserted by the author of a person being incapa- 
ble of taking the Smallpox after undergoing the | 
Cowpock, but of being again incidental to the 


same disorder, viz. the Cowpock, it appeared so - 


strong against reason, (see p. 60,) as to greatly 

weaken, indeed in a great measure to destroy 

the credit of the author’s other statements.— 

3. Those who believed the fact, spoke of it as 

a disadvantage ; alleging, however unfairly, that 

the introducing into human society a new kind 
K 4 
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of infection, which could excite a disease an 
indefinite number of times, notwithstanding the 
advantages displayed, did not receive a com- 
pensation in the incapability induced of taking 
the Smallpox infection, On this ground indeed 
some degree of clamour was raised against the pro- 
posed new practice, and the Innovators, That the 
objections to the commutation were not confined 
to this island, appears from the following pas- 


sages in Dr. Currie’s Letters on the Kine- 


pox, Philadelphia, 1801, p. 11: “ I should 
have inoculated two years ago, having received 
an infected thread for the purpose from Dr. G. 
Pearson ; but was deterred at that time by the 
opinion mentioned by Dr. Jenner, of a per- 
son being liable to be infected with the Kine- 
pox more than once, though he was thereby 
rendered for ever secure against receiying the + 
Smallpox. To substitute the Kinepox, theres , 
fore, on these conditions appeared to me. too 
much like exchanging a temporary evil, limited 
in extent, for one of frequent occurrence, and 


to which we should be perpetually liable. But 


the proofs of the superior mildness of the Kine- 
pox, and the great difficulty and extremely small 
chance of ever taking it in the natural way, 
collected and published since that time by Mr, 
Ch. Aiken, and the intelligent and benevolent 
Dr. Lettsom, and also the statement of Dr, 
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Pearson, in Duncan’s. Annals of Medicine for 
1800, have removed all my apprehensions, and 

of course all my objections.” 
It may be seen in my Inquiry, 1798, that! I 
_ shewed how ill-grounded this assertion was by ~ 
the author ; and I offer the experiments referred 
to in August, 1799, p. 48, and in other publi- 
ations, as positive evidence to disprove the 
proposition, A number of persons have repeat- 
ed my experiments, and -uniformly JI believe 
with the same result. Among these whom I 
recollect at this moment are Mr. Kelson, of 
Seven Oaks; Mr. Branson, of Doncaster; Dr, 
de Carro, of Vienna; Doctors Ballhorn and 


Stromeyer, of Hanover; Dr. Sacco, in the Mi+ 
lanese.—See also my experiments in the Medica¥ 


Annals, 1799; p. 318. 

It is truly astonishing that hae should 
so often misquote the words of authors: accord- 
ingly the yery learned and ingenious physician, 
Dr. Sacco, (who discovered the Cowpox among 


the Cows of Lombardy and Switzerland, as it 


had been in Holstein) having been so obliging 
as to present me with his work,. entitled, 


“66 Qzzervazioni pratiche sull’ uso de] Vajuolo - 


 Vaccino, come preservativo del Vajuolo Umano, 
8vo. Milan,” 1 say this author does me the 


honour to quote my opinion as coinciding with | 
Dr. Jenner, that a person can take the-Cowpox | 
after haying had the Smallpox, To disprove | 


Fd 
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this opinion, Dr. Arragoni, who had had ‘the 
confluent Smallpox, was inoculated for the Cow- 
pock with fresh matter, but it only produced 
what is called the Spurious Cowpock. - 


Dr. Sacco has ‘equally misrepresented my opi+ 


nion concerning the other fact in question, by say- 
ing, that I also agree with Dr. Jenner, that a per- 


son can have the Cowpock more thanionce; to 


shew the mistake, he was himself repeatedly ino- 
culated with the vaccine matter, with the same 
effect as that produced on repeatedly inoculating 


the variolous matters “Dr. Sacco, by the way, is 


the first-author who has given the world a draw- 4 


ing of the vaccine sh dened on ard teats and 


udders of: the Cow. 


4, As to the 7th proposition if I 149) th that persons 


are commonly susceptible of the Cowpock, al- — 


though they had undergone the Smallpox. 1. This 


assertion, like the former, was only supported - 


-by-cases of casual Cowpock ; and how equivocal 
they are, has been above exposed. 2. The apparent, 
and almost mathematical demonstration of the im- 


possibility: of its being true, has been attempted ; 


to be shewn, (p67, 68.) 3. The clamour against 
the proposal of the new inoculation was partly on 


account of the apprehensions that persons who — 


'. had already gone through the Smallpox, would 


be in a worse state of society by the introduction 
of a new infection. 4. To the direct experi- 


ments positively against this assertion, p. 605 


¢ 
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65; Ihave only seen one in support of it by the 
author in his third treatise, 1800, p. 26,.on the 
authority of Mr. Beate Much as [ value 
' Mr. Fewster’s Observations, I cannot allow any 
i weight to this adverse case against the numerous 
experiments I have made; and some of which 
are published, (see the paper referred to, Au- 


gust, 1799, p. 60, and Medical Annals, 1799, 


p. $18,) besides those above (p. 137,):. especially 
as it is not proved by a description of the pock, 
that the disorder excited was the vaccine pock, 
attended with the constitutional disorder, which 
destroys the susceptibily tothe Smallpox. 

If the preceding statement of facts be authen- 
tic, itis proved, 10, ae | 
..1, That the new practice was abstracted by 


the obvious objections on: account of the asser- 


_ tions concerning them by the Petitioner. >» 
. 2. That these objections were obviated by the 


experiments of others, which made appear that 


these facts were not established: 


We next mist Piet again over the Petitioner's $ 
second Treatise, . (Further Observations, 1799,) 
2 to determine the question before us, and stated, 
p- 131, | 
Certain applications of a caustic or. eecharatic 
nature are recommended “ to stop the progress 
of the pustule ;” with the observation, that “ a 
secondary disease, if the pustule is left to chance, 
often comes on. hack 32, 34. 


= 
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- How unfavourable to the introduction of the 
vaccine practice this proposal must have been, 
is obvious, and “has been noticed. That the 
practice recommended was unnecessary, I nearly 
demonstrated in my circular letter, p, 45; but 
Dr. Woodville next very early testified against 
such measures. ‘* We have been told,” says 
he, “ that the Cowpox tumour has frequently 
produced erysipelatous inflammation and phage- 
denic ulceration; but the inoculated part has. 
not ulcerated in any of the cases which have 
been under my care; nor have I observed in- 
flammation to occasion any inconvenience but 
imone instance, when it was soon subdued by the 
application of aqua lithargyri acetati,”’--Reporis, - 
1799, p. 150. -The use of caustics was thus 
betimes shewn to be not wanted, and was pre- 
vented ; except in a few instances, where oil of 
vitriol (sulphuric acid). was employed, * in rude 
hands;” of indeed persons neither authorised 
to practise, nor possessed of adequate ele- 
mentary knowledge. I published in my Pae 
per of August 1799, the result of my expe- 
rience, shewing, that such applications were not 
required ; and the practice in one thousand cases 
at the Vaccine Institution, registered twice 
every week, during two years, shew that not a. 
_ Single case has occurred in which there was any _ 
temptation to use them. In the Petitioner’s 
third Treatise, published ghout April 1800, bee 
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sides the observations already cited, it remain’ 
to take notice of one in this place. | 


The author accounts for the appearance of : 


eruptions in Dr. Woodville’s practice, ‘* from 
the inoculation of a great number of the patients 
_ with variolous matter, (some on the third, others 
on the fifth day) after the vaccine had been ap- 
plied.”"—p. 7 and 8. Dr. Woodville has, I am 
pretty sure, remarked on this observation ; that 
it is without proof, and that the fact is not as here 
stated; but if the assertions were truly grounded, 
I would say that the explanation is merely hypo- 
thetical, and I am able to shew from experience 
that it is not the true one. | 

> 4. I have already ascertained by the many 
trials I have made of inoculating variolous 
matter, even 3, day later than the vaccine 
4noculation, that if this latter took éffect, 
the variolous infection only produced, at the 
most, a pimple for the three or four first days, 
and an imperfect Smallpock vesicle during the 
succeeding days, which seldom suppurated, but 


usually began tochange into scab before the tenth 


_ day, without any Smallpox like eruptions ; mean- 
while the vaccine pock: continued its usual march 
through its different stages. When the vario- 
lous inoculation was instituted at a later period 
after the vaccine, but before the 6th or 7th day, 
the pimple only, was sometimes produced, in the 
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isimlated part, which disappeared in a few days ; 


but at other times a small vesicle succeeded the 


pimple, which, however, became a small scab 


usually on the 9th or 10th day, without leaving 


a cicatrix; and this pimple never’ suppu- 


rated. If the Smallpox poison be inoculated 
‘as late as the 7th, 8th, or 9th days, I have fre- 


quently seen’ a small pimple produced, but 
oftentimes with not even more effect than that 
from a puncture or scratch with, an unstained 
Jancet. 


2. In the reverse order of Insition with diet two 


poisons, at least with the vaccine, ‘within: three’ 
or four days from the variolous, the Smallpox 


was excited in the usual manner; ; and. the 
Vaccina observed the march, as above described 
in the variolous inoculated part. , 

3., When the two kinds of infection were in« 


serted on the same day, usually both of them 


took effect ; and the two affections pursued their 


course pretty’exactly, with equal paces, at the 


same periods, and with the same phenomena as 


when they take place singly. In such cases the | 
matter of the part inoculated with variolous in- 


fection, and of the eruptions, were found to 
produce the Smallpox; and the matter of the 


‘vaccine pock excited the Vaccina, on inocula- 


tion. ‘In these instances a cicatrix was ve in 


« each arm. 
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-4, It has been already | represented, that the. 
fact aboye stated, now under remark, is re- 
ferable to a new law of agency of morbific 
poisons, to wit, the Smallpox effluvia being in- 
troduced into the. constitution, nearly cotempo- 
rary with the introduction of the vaccine matter | 
“by inoculation; the former exerts its specific 
power of producing the Smallpox in four, five, : 
or six days sooner than it usually does singly, 
so as. to keep pace with the constitutional affec- 
tion (as faras can be perceived) of the Vaccina, 
or nearly so. ‘This coincidence which was not 
suspected by any physician (who, like Dr. 
Woodville, knows so accurately the history — 
of the facts of infectious diseases) to depend 
upon a new law, seems to be the truth; for 
there was no pretence for doubting that the 
vaccine inoculation, analogous to the variolous, _ 
would supersede the agency of the variolous poi- 
son admitted casually in the state of efuvia. Dr. 
~ Woodville, however, did not scruple to recall 
his. opinion in January 1801,\ (Med. and Phys. 
Journal, p. 6,) by which time the facts of ex- 
perience had afforded indications of the law, 
- now, [ believe, generally admitted to furnish a 
satisfactory explanation. 
5. The fact that the Smallpox by effluvia, or 
in ‘the casual way, can take place within a li-. 
mited time after the Cowpock, was first observed 
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an Mr. Malim’s case, see Med. sinel Chir, Re: : 


view, No. 58; and I thifik Mr. Bevan’s case 
(Med. and Phys. Journal, p. 455, vol. V.) is an 


instance of the same kind ; but such occurrences + 


are extremely rare, unless some of them occutred; - 


as I suspect, although unobserved; among the 
eruptive patients at the Smallpox Hospital. 
However, I see no known principle to which 
these facts can be referred ; therefore it will be for 
further contemplation to determine whether or 
no they also indicate a distinct new law. 

Hence it appears there ate two different sets of 


eruptive instances; éo wit, 1. Those of the casual 


Smallpox contemporaty with the Vaccina: 2. 
Those of the casual Smallpox supervening a few 
days. after the constitutional affection in the 
Vaccina. “These phenomena observed in the 
Cowpock inoculation practice, open new Par 
pects in the animal ceconomy: 

The line of order, also, of the phashomefia 
in the instances of the cotemporary introduction 


by inoculation of the vaccine and variolous pois ~ 


son, of the inoculation of the variolous poison © 


within five or six days after that of the vaccine ; 
and of the vaccine within five or six days after 
the variolous; afford materials for contemplation, 
from which, useful. applications may be made 
in practice, and interpretations be afforded in 
physiology. : " 
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But it does. not appear. “ ample,” as the 
~ Committee affirm “the communications of the 
Petitioner” to have been, that the public owe 
any thing to him on these accounts. 

In. the preceding pages I have stated but a 
part of the facts which belong to the history of 
the Vaccina; yet I have consciously omitted — 
none of those asserted to have been the discovery 
of the Petitioner. I might therefore now deliver 
the remarks which are occasioned by the pre- 
ceding historical statement, with a view to the 
objects of this publication set forth at p. 5; but 
to avoid repetition, and to render those remarks 
more instructive, I shall first go through the 
examination, judged necessary, of the next di-. 
vision of the subject of the petition. 

3. The third head of the petition, and the last 
(p. 6,) which remains unexamined, is stated to 
be, “ The advantage in point of medical prac- 
tice, and the pecuniary emoltiment which he has 
derived from it” (the discovery.) 

The Petitioner sets forth in his petition, that 
© after a most attentive and laborious investi- 

gation, setting aside considerations of private | 
and personal advantage, and anxious to promote 
the safety and welfare of his countrymen, and 
of mankind in general, did not wish to conceal 
the discovery he so made, or the mode of con- 
ducting this new species of inoculation; but 

immediately disclosed the whole to the public, 
L 
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and by communication with medical men in all 


parts of this kingdom, and in foreign countries, - 


sedulously endeavoured to spread the knowledge 
of his discovery and the benefit of his labours as 
widely as possible.” 
experiments by which this discovery was deve- 
loped and completed, have not only occupied a 
considerable portion of your Petitioner’s.life, and 
have not merely been a cause of ‘great expence 
and anxiety to him, but have so interrupted him 
in the ordinary exercise of his profession, as ma- 
terially to abridge its pecuniary advantages, 


without their being counterbalanced. by those 


derived from the new practice.” 
The ground of this claim. is allowed and 


asserted.in the following words of the Honour- - 


able Committee :—“ Evidence has been re- 
ceived from persons who were acquainted with 
the medical practice and former situation of Dr. 


Jenner, (No. 40,) which confirms the allegation 


contained in the petition, that he has been a 
considerable loser by the persevering attention 
which he has bestowed upon this one subject, ‘to 
the neglect of his other business, and without an 
opportunity of replacing himself in the situation 


which a desire of publishing and diffusing more 


extensively, and establishing beyond. the reach 
of controversy, the practice itself, induced him 


a 


«That the series of — 


to quit; what his gains might probably have been, — 


if he had been solicitous to keep the secret 
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within his own practice, and that of his immies 
diate pupils, as far as medical men, in great 
practice themselves, can form a conjectural 
opinion, may be collected from the testimonies 
‘expressed in Nos, 35 to 43, in which no more 
than justice is done to the liberality and public. 
Spirit of the Petitioner, in pursuing the propa- 
_gation and extension of the important discovery; 
‘and in rendering it rather of universal utility 
to the human race, than of ARolnEEH to him- 
self.””—Report, p; 7. 

The evidences heard by the Honourable Com- 
mittee in vindication of these claims, as appears 
in the Appendix to the Report, ae the fol- 
lowing testimonies :— 
He was acquainted with the extent of Dr. 
Jenner’s practice before he left Gloucestershire, 
‘where he wes situated in a very populous neigh+ 
- bourhood, without any practising physician within 
16 miles; well supported, and -of :course zn the 
most considerable practice ; and he thought that — 
in consequence of his quitting his situation in 
the country, and coming to town, he had 
lessened his income most considerably, as. two 
physicians had succeeded to the situation which 
Dr. Jenner had left, both of whom are in cons 
siderable practice, and of course Dr, J.’s situ- 
ation ,cannot be re-attainable-——Taylor, p. 32, 
No. 40. “To this point I find no other evidence, 
but:the Committee.mention “ persons acquaint- 
L 2 
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- ed with Dr: J.’s situation’”.—The next in of 
der speak to the other point, or claim—He 
thinks that if Dr. Jenner had settled in Lon- 
don, and kept the practice a secret, he might 
have made 10,000]. per annum for the first five 
years, and double that sum afterwards ; for not- 
withstanding the assiduous labour of Dr. Jenner 
and others to instruct practitioners, important 
etrors are committed in it, both at home and in 
foreign parts. (Bradley, p. 30.)—Thinks Dr. 
Jenner has suffered materially in his fortune by 
making this discovery public: that on its being 
first-mentionéd to him by Mr. Cline, he ‘said, 


that if Dr. Jenner was confident of its success, 


and would reside in London, he would insure him 
10,000/. per annum ; but that, if he suffered the 
secret to be divulged, every practitioner would 
get hold of it, and Dr. Jenner lose all chance of 


emolument. This has actually happened, and 


he has therefore lost the opportunity of making 
his fortune. (Farquhar, p. 30.)—He thinks. if 


Dr. Jenner had kept it a secret, as he might © 


have done, he might, during his life, have become 
the richest man in these kingdoms. (Sims, p. 
31.)—If Dr. Jenner had kept this discovery to 
himself, his practice might have been worth 
10,0002. per annum. (ing, p. 31.)—If Dr. J. 
had rendered the subject more studiously myste- 


rious, and by that means secured to himself in — 


gome degree a monopoly of the practice, &c. it. 
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would have been a source of much greater emo-. 
jument to him. (Saunders, p. 32.)—If Dr. J. 
had kept this. practice a secret to himself, he 
might have derived immense pecuniary profits ; 
and that, considering the apparent incredibility 
of the- practice, to common observation, and 
the secrecy with which the Suttonians long mo- 
'- nopolised the inoculation of Smallpox, he was 
~ fully” convinced that Dr. Jenner might have 
exclusively kept the practice to himself for a. 
long period. (Lettsom, p. 34.)—He did not 
imagine that he could long have kept this new 
practice an entire secret, although, by not mak- 
ing it public, he might undoubtedly have reaped 
much greater emolument. (Frampton, p. 33.) 
—In the present improved state of Society and 
of Physic, it might be difficult to keep any disco- 
very of this sort altogether a secret; but if Dr. 
J. had not chosen openly and honourably to 
have explained to the public all he knew, he 
might, considering the difficulties of selecting 
matter, have acquired a considerable fortune. 
(Baillie, p. 95.) 

On the credit of this Raseit of the Haan 
able Committee, several Members of the House 
of Commons, when the question of remuneration 
was agitated, gave their opinion. Mr. Wind- 
ham said, the Petitioner had not concealed the © 
practice for profit, hence was entitled to remu- 
neration. He had the sole merit of the inven- 

L 3 
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tion, without any pretentions to the contrary, 
and had sacrificed his profit, The discovery was 
the result of years and extensive experience, 
Sir John Sinclair Erskine observed, that the au- 
“thor had, he was assured, expended 6000). !! 
in propagating the discovery. Had given up 
6001. a year in Gloucestershire for the purpose of 
benefitting his fellow-creatures. In London he 
had hardly cleared his expences. If he had 
10,000]. he would ‘not. have more than 4000l, 
profit. Mr. Courtney said, as the Cowpock ino 
culation was calculated to save 200,000 persons 
lives annually, he thought the Petitioner entitled 
to his tithe for the remuneration. A7r. Grey con<- 
sidered 10,000]. as only an indemnity for ex- 
pences, not a rewatd. The Chancellor of the 
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Exchequer thought the sense of the House amply | 


expressed by the sum of 10,000]. | Admiraé 
Berkeley declared the expences were to the Pe- 
titioner from 25 to 30 shillings a day for post= 
age. Mr. Bankes said, he was persuaded the 
discovery was of great utility. If he felt more 
niggardly than any other Member, it was be- 
cause there was one paramount duty, which, as 
a Member of the House of Commons, out- 
weighed all other duties—the essence; the 
strength of the constitution was, that the Com- 
mons should watch as a strict guard over the 
purse of the people. The public purse wasa 
Jarge one, but still every man should ‘not be 
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suffered to dip hishand in it who pleased... The 
public was a liberal remunerator.—Dzd not think 
—acase had been made out for-so large a sum as 
10,0001. In other cases the invention could not 
pay itself. Rewards were given by the public 
in the way of a bargain for the invention, and 
that the present was not one of those inventions 
of this description. The discovery. would pay 
itself to the author. Fe always looked upon the 
Report of a Committee with some degree of jea- 
Jousy, as he considers them in the light of Nominees 
to try the merits of a controverted election as being 
the friends of the Petitioners. 

It was determined accordingly on Mabie: 
June 2d, 1802, (see the daily newspapers,) that - 
the sum of 10,0001. (clear of expences of the 
House) be paid to Dr. Jenner, for proraulgating 
the discovery of the Vaccine Inoculation, by — 
which mode that dreadful malady, the Smallpox, 
‘was prevented, 

I.- According to the Petitioner’s representation 

on this division of the subject of the Report, he 
| has not only communicated to the public the : 
: ‘matchless discovery of Vaccine Inoculation, 
for which benefaction, I think, one cannot satise 
factorily set limits to the remuneration merited 
from human societies; but further, that the 
series of experiments for this discovery had occur 
pied great part of his life, and been attended with 
L4 
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considérable pecuniary, and other sacrifices ; 


while for the public benefit, by the disclosure of 
the new practice, he forewent the private advan- 
tages which were in his reach. I feel a strong 
disinclination to scrutinize this part of the pe- 


tition with rigour, and to decide with the seve-_ 


_rity exacted by truth. Accordingly I leave it 
to others to judge from the preceding history of 
facts, except declating my opinion, that  con- 
cealment would here have prevented the author 
from enjoying any advantage whatever ; frst, 
because he had not established the necessary 
data from experience: secondly, because the 
public, in all likelihood, would not have accepted 
the new inoculation on any one person’s autho- 


rity: thirdly, the circumstances of what was. 


already known of the Vaccine Pock History 
were such (as will appear hereafter) that it was 
‘Impossible to have ‘concealed from others the 
kind of matter inoculated. | 

II. With regard to the claim asserted by the 
‘Committee on account of the Petitioner’s quittin i 
his situation to introduce the vaccine inoculation, 


Iam unable, from my own feelings, and from’ 


apprehensions of being suspected to be actuated 
by invidious motives, to examine the statement. 
Let then the history-I have above given of the 
Vaccina speak to that question, and tell whether 
or no the introduction and establishment of the 


13a 
inoculation required, and depended upon the 
Petitioner’s changing his mode of life and re- ~ 
sidence, : 

III. We are now advanced in the line of order 
to remark on the testimonies of the evidences. 
p. 147—149. 

The attestations delivered are the opinions of 
several’ professional gentlemen, that the Peti- 
tioner, by concealing the discovery of Vaccine. 
Inoculation, and appropriating it to himself, 
might certainly have acquired a great fortune— 
Such a fortune indeed, as no one ever acquired by — 
physic in this, or in any other country—far ex- 
ceeding the greatest ever known; those of Sir The- 
odore Mayerne in the first half of the 17th cen- 
tury, and of the still greater one of Dr. Ratcliffe 
in the early part of the last century ; for we may 
safely affirm, that. neither of them received from — 
the public 150,000l. inten years, as it is attested 
might have been effected by preserving secrecy 
of the new inoculation. Ten thousand pounds 
a year appears to have been the lowest compu- 
tation of the evidences on the point under’ 
examination. ~ iat ae | 

Although in my remembrance theré bids been 
nothing, as I judge, more romantic affirmed on 
a question of opinion concerning a fact, J 
would not write a single contradictory word to 
these assertions, but for two reasons: 1. To 
shew that a Committee on such occasions as the 
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present, donot think it necessary to inquire for, + 


or at least to report, countervailing evidence, 


2. Because the admission of these assertions 


implies what I apprehend is disproved by histo- 
tical truths, ¢o wif, that the Petitioner did by 
his own experience—suo Marte—ascertain, and 


divulge the practical -fules necessary for the . 


justification of the Vaccine Inoculation. 


In forming a just opinion, it must also be 


recollected, that the authority of any one Prac- 
titioner, being able to effect the introduction and 
establishment of the new practice, has been als 
ready disallowed. ion | 

Lastly, It was reserved for this place to ens 
deavour to make appear, that the circumstances 
of the present discovery were such as to render, 
as I think, the preservation of the secret pro- 


posed impracticable, It is manifest from the ' 


preceding pages of this publication: 1, That the 
fact of the casual pock in preserying from the 
Smallpox, was known in a great number of 
provincial situations ; and that it was not at- 
tended with eruptions, but was a perfectly dane 
gerless disease. 2. These facts had been pube 
lished before the Petitioner even instituted his 
experiments of inoculation, $. Experiments of 
Vaccine Inoculation had been performed by se- 


veral persons now living. 4. I had myself : 


- knowledge of these effects of the casual vaccine 
inoculation, and so must seyeral hundreds of my 


~ 
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pupils, to whom they had been communicated, 
Hence, I apprehend, it will be allowed, from 
these circumstances, that on the practice of the 
Vaccine Inoculation being once begun, although 
‘privately, of course the advantages of it must 
have been spoken of; and I appeal to common- 
sense, whether it could well have escaped scores 
of persons, that the new secret matter of inocu 
Jation must have been recognised to have been 
-that of the: Cowpock, 5. That vaccine matter 
could have been procured independently of the 
- Petitioner, has been already plainly demon- 
strated ; for by the attention of the London 
Practitioners, it was so obtained in January 
1799; and the matter used, in all probability, 
at this day, is principally, if not solely, that 
which has been generated successively in the 
human animal, beginning in the first instance 
with the matter of the London Cows. ; 

. As the demonstration of truths depends upon 
the evidence of sense, and the power of reason; 
which I have opposed to mere opinions, un- 
supported by assigned reasons and facts, it is 
not exacted of me to explain the grounds of these 
attested opinions, in. order to establish what I 
~ have asserted. I might therefore be well con- 
tented to leave it to others to determine for 
themselves. But as I perceive that the above 
- gpinions are not well founded, it may perhaps 
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be deemed proper in me to give an explanation. 
It is then I think plain from the other parts of, 


the testimonies of these gentlemen, that how- . 


ever well informed and superior their judgment 
in the just estimation of the public, yet they were 
not possessed of historical truths enow to capa- 


citate them for delivering opinions, founded on . 


the basis of facts and reason. ‘They do not seem 
to have had motives to investigate the origin 
_ and first advances of the practice of vaccine 
inoculation. ‘They risqued nothing in the early 
period of vindicating the new practice for the 
public; if it had failed, as they were then per- 
fectly hors de combat, they would not have expe- 
rienced discredit ; so having been established, 
they were not interested in claims of credit.. As 
to discoveries, all the part they, had in them, 


as Falconbridge says, “ you might have eaten » 


on Good Friday without breaking your fast.” 


Hence these testimonies, although of the first 


order on other accounts, ought not to be con- 
sidered as of proportional weight on the present 
question ; their information being only deriva- 
tive from the discoveries and experience of 
 others,, by whom the battle may be said to have 
been won before they appeared in the field.. As 


then the evidences were unacquainted with that — 


branch ‘of the history which was necessary to_ 
inform them, and doubtless were interested as 
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fiends of the Petitioner, (I mean very warrant 
ably so} the attestations above cited will on this 
explanation cease to excite our wonder. 

From the Committee we proceed to remark .- 
on the testimonies of the Members in the House | 
of Commons. 

Here, asit was not likely that the Honourable 
- Members would have any information, but’ that 
derived from the representation in the printed 
Report; and the suggestions of friends as ona 
canvas af an election; no new observations On 
the history of the Vaccina were to haye been 
expected. Accordingly we find what was said 
_ were nothing else but echoes of the Report, and 
~ some statements ; which were considered to be 
the usual exaggerated accounts of friends, to the 
pecuniary interests of the petition. What has been 
above represented, as incorrect in the Report of 
the Committee in point of historical fact, and 
_ therefore unwarrantable in the inferences; must 
‘In course again have been manifested in the — 
House of Commons— 


~~ Quicquid delirant reges plectuntu Achivi. oe 


_ And the only question of debate was, the quan 
tum meruit. 

We find the Honourable Members apparently 
spoke with a degree of ardor and confidence, 
which denoted that they felt themselves per- 
fectly competent to decide, not only on the. 
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merits of the new practice, but on those of the 


Petitioner. The preceding pages may, perhaps, 


tend to capacitate persons, who desire informa+ 
tion, in establishing a wellgrounded opinion on 
the merits of at least one of these questions. 

On this occasion the wisdom of a Member 


(who himself was one of the Committee *) was - 


conspicuous ; in admonishing the House of the 
duties they owed to the public ; and in explains 
ing that the Report ought to be considered as 
a partial representation, ‘being that of friends, 
He thus shewed, in the public estimation, the 
superiority of his judgment, and prudence. 


The preceding pages contain all the facts of 
the Cowpock, which to my knowledge have been 
asserted as the original observations of Dr. Jens 
ner; and although they do not contain all those 
I know belonging to the history of this disease, 
which have been found out by other Inquirers ; 


yet I believe what I have delivered will ibe - 
equal to the design proposed at the beginning of 


the work. Hevere I reason upon the particulars 
of this statement, I think it is a matter of justice 


to myself to explain, that although my intention — 
has been to give credit to whom due for the dis-_ 


covery of facts, and to make no inferences but 


* “Mr. Bankes, 
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such as seemed unequivocal, I-am aware that 


the statement may be judged by others to have 


been differently executed from what is professed. 
I may unconsciously haye been warped by the 


interest I have in the ‘effectiof the publication ; 
_and I may independently of such imterest have | 
_ judged erroneously. In the disposition of mind 


now declared, 1 feel no inclination to vindicate 
error, and injustice; accordingly I will chearfully 
unspeak what shall be manifested to be false, 
and without a pang I can acknowledge ‘mistakes 


wherever they shall be made appear. As I sin-" 
cerely mean to fulfil this proposal, I trust I-have,- 


in the meantime, an indisputable right to argue 
from the statements recited,- with the objects of 


‘contemplation in view as above represented, p. 5. 


Accordingly if these historic statements be 
void of error, and be complete, it Ne I conclude, 
demonstrated by them, ; 

I. That the facts communicated to the weer 
by the Petitioner in June 1798, were either 
such as were not established by commonly ac- 


ceptable evidence; or if they had been estab- 


lished, they would hot have been alone sufficient, 
to, instruct or teach the practice of Vaccine Ino- 


culation. What is most of all to this point, Is 


contained in p. 41, 42, 132. 

TI. The communications of the Petitioner in 
1798, propagated several errors, which must 
have been redressed before the new: practice 
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could be introduced. The statements which 
bear especially upon this point, may be found in 
p. 139—141. : ae. | 
III. The convincing evidences, with a good 
part of the medical public, for the assertions just 


- 


alluded to,(I. 159,) were obtained by other Prac- | 


titioners subsequently in 1798 and 1799; who at 
the same times discovered a sufficient additional 
number of facts to set on foot the new practice. 
For the principal relations to these, points, see 
p. 36, 38, 40, 42—76, 85—89—97, 102, 131 
184... apa 

IV. Many of the errors above alluded to, (II.) 
were, subsequent to the Petitioner’s publica- 
tion, rectified in 1798 and 1799; and'by whom 
and in what particulars, are shown in p. 45, 57, 
68,69, 90, 97—112—130, 132—144. 

V. New facts have been discovered, which, 
although perhaps not essential to the vaccine 


inoculation practice, yet render the basis of it 


stronger, and improve the practice by giving it 


more certainty, and affording a better knowledge 


of the nature of it. For the proofs of these as- 
sertions, see p. 74, 115—130, 141—144. . 
To what extent, or whether the Petitioner 
contributed at all to these improvements, may 
be judged from the statements, p. 74—144. 
VI. The propagation of the new practice, by 
intercourse with Practitioners in different parts 


of the world, has‘been actively conducted; the ~ 
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part ‘taken therein maybe in some measure 


_ judged of from p. 46—48, 50—57, 71—74. 


. VII. The expenditure of time and labor, &c. 
can be only appreciated by professional men, and 


even by those only who have studied the Vaccine 
‘Pock History ; but some estimate may be made 


by others on reading the whole of the preceding 
history, and considering the situations of the dif 
ferent Enterprisers. 

The foregoing applications or inferences may, 
I trust, assist the public in judging for them- 
selves;-on the! proposed objects as stated at p. 
5: and I shall proceed to no further statements, 
but I take leave to propose and discuss two 
questions. 

‘ly Whether or no the Vaccine Inoculation 
would have been introduced, at all; or to what 


extent, independent of the communications of the 


’ Petitioner ? 


This question, deserting to the schenicruleites | 
ments already delivered, I answer without hesi- 
tation, It is not manifested, from the preceding 


“historical recitals, through what other channel 


the new practice would have. been’ brought 


forward; although it now appears very unrea- 


sonable to suppose, thateit. would have long re- | 


; nope in darkness. rt 


. The other question I have to propose is; 
Se inguirers had not stirred to in- 
Le | 
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vestigate the subject, what would be the proba- 
ble state of it at the present time? 


I submit to the decision of others, whee 


or no it is probable that the Petitioner, singly, 
-would have had» inclination, or- opportunity, to 
proceed with the experiments, so as to have 
_ made them of practical utility, as hath been 
effected ; 1st, Considering the long interval, ac- 
cording to history, between the time of the facts 
of casual inoculation being known, andthe ex- 
periments of his inoculations purposely. 

2dly, Considering what the : Petitioner con- 
tributed from the time of his publication in 
1798, up to the close of the year 1799. See 
p. 43—86—159, 160. 

3dly, Considering his opinion given of what 
might be the effects of the practice, p. 41—43. 

4thly, Considering the errors of facts which 
were redressed Dy others, p.. 57-—67,: 127— 
ESO ys 

Although the above series of facts belonging 
to the subject of Vaccine Inoculation, if rightly 


stated, will not allow the claims vindicated in the — 


printed Report, yet they will serve to establish, 


in my judgment, one equally valid for procur- 
ing remuneration. And with regard to the ho-. 


nour of the discovery of the new practice, I 
know not: whether, what is on the, basis of the 


history, as I have stated it, (for my statement 
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and reasoning may differ from those of moré ju- 
dicious men,) will satisfy the Petitioner; but this 
I know, that in the estimation of mankind in 
general, it is pre-eminent. It is what I asserted 


for Dr. J. to the Committee, to wit, That the 
advantages which human society already enjoy, 


or may hereafter enjoy, from the Vaccine Inocu- 


lation, are fairly owing to his communications © . 


to the public in 1798. Nor did I mean to 
consider these communications otherwise than 
as of the greatest moment; for I considered 
them as furnishing strong evidence of the truth 
of facts which have a principal share in the 
foundation of the present practice. ‘The value 
of these facts:no one has appreciated more highly 
than myself, on every proper occasion. Wit- 
ness, in particular, in what terms I spoke of 
them in my papers already referred to, of 1798 and 
1799; the: most important period of the Cow- 
pock history. When I said, in conversation to 


- the Committee, that I considered Dr. Jenner’s 


i 


services as entitling him to the honours of the 
greatest inventors in physic; when I remember 
I named, asa parallel, Harvey himself, in point 
of usefulness, and as I now affirm, that, consi- 


_dering what he has done, He ought to be consi- 


dered as the fountain from which so many be- 


-neficial streams have been made to flow :—-when 


L allow that all that has been. subsequently done 
are derivatives from. this origin; and therefore 
; M 2 
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that the, author:’may justly assert; on ‘the at- 
chievements~ of any other Enterpriser, in the 
sense of the terms of Ulysses— _. 


Opera illius mea sunt. 


Finally, when no remuneration was claimed _ 
at all, nor any honour but secondary, or a mere 


acknowledgment was hoped for; I say when 


these things are known, perhaps I shall rather be 
blamed Hip most persons for extravagance of credit, - 
than accused of disparagement. This ground: 
being respected as the rightful property of the 


Petitioner, I gave it as my opinion, to the Com-_ 
mittee, that the question of remuneration could. 


not be affected, or at least ought not to be so, by 


any prior instances of Vaccine Inoculation ; un - 


less it could be shown that the Claimant had. 
unfairly appropriated to himself the facts of anos 


ther person. I farther allow, it appeared, to me 
that instances of Vaccine Inoculation, antece-" 
dent to Dr. J. had been instituted ; yet being of 


opinion that such cases should be judged of 


liberally, on the side of the greater Deserver; 1. 


acted accordingly, — when I was asked whether 


LT imagined the - Petitioner learned to inoculate | 


the Cowpock from the persons attested to. 
have inoculated antecedently, ‘that I appre- 


hended the trials. were independent of each. 


other. (Report, p..36.)—It should be noticed. 


that the inquiry respecting the origin of the in- » 
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oculation, was provoked by the questions of the 
Committée ; and if any instances are known, 
although unfavourable to the Claimant’s |‘ in- 
terests, the evidence is either, bound in duty to 
relate them, or if not so bound, then the judges, ~ 
in my opinion, are blameable ss proposing 
them. | | 

From the representation of facts.in this work, 
it perhaps will appear, to impartial and judici- 
ous persons in general, that a much more dig- 
nified, and more just ground of claim; and 
I suppose an equally favourable. one for re- 
-muneration ; would have been in terms denoting 
that-the Petitioner had proposed a new kind of 
inoculation, and actually. furnished some _in- 
stances of the success of it, founded upon facts; 
of which some were brought to light and. use, 
which heretofore had been only locally known 

to a. very small: proportion. of persons; and 
others were discoveries of the author : further, 
that in consequence of considerable subsequent 
investigations, by the author and others, such a 
body of evidence, had been obtained, and such 
further. facts had. been discovered, as demon- 
strated the advantages of the new practice. | 

_I,, by reciting. these terms, do not mean to dic- } 
tate, I mean: only to explain the: principle, of 
what I think the most honourable and just. claim, 
founded on history,. and) by. which Juste might 3 
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have been obtained by all si had oo ex- 
pectations of credit. 
‘This discussion is series a matter of indife 


ference to society at large, and parties adverse on © 


some points to one another, must, if they be good 
moral men, concur in the exultation of the ca- 
pability obtained, of with certainty, and I think 
with ease (if governments give aid) annihilating 
the Smallpox ; as I have fully explained in oe 
first paper in 1798. 


The present new pftactice now puts a power 


into our hands, ‘which the other day stood not 
within the prospect of belief. The victory to 
which we are at this time invited, is of immea- 
surable value; those of your Rodneys, your 
‘Howes, your ‘Vincents, your Nelsons, &c. 
lose their splendor—all fade before it. 

Society are under the obligation, for this ca+ 
are to the author of the Petition. before us, 


| Jam labor in fine est. Obstantia fata removié. 
Altaque, posse capi faciendo, Pergama cepit, 


Whether it was exacted in the late inquiry of 
the Legislative Body, that the exclusive claims 
should be maintained to compass the pecuniary 
reward, I have not legal knowledge to deter- 
mine; but I have some authority for stating, that 


the members of the Committee did not undni= 
mously think such exclusive dlaims were just, 


| eae 
I had some reason to expect that the represen- 
tation of the Committee i in their Report, would 
have been such as to have satisfied the expec- 
tations, not exorbitant, of Dr. Woodville * and 
myself ; such as would have cost the Petitioner 
nothing, ¢o wit, a mere acknowledgment of 
services. The most unqualified and exclusive 
claims having been decreed, this bounty of 
course has been withheld, either because it was 
judged to be not owing, or from some other 
motive which I will not name; but it is fitting 
that I disclaim any insinuation of unworthy mo- 
tives, actuating those with whom the judgment 
was invested. Having the advantage of being 
personally known to several of the Members of 
the Honourable Committee, I sometimes flattered 
myself, but vainly, that perhaps considerations | 
of friendship, though ‘slight, (for such motives 
confessedly do operate on these occasions) might 
_have'had an influence with, probably, more than 
 one--Et tu Brute !—** Miror te ainicitiam ‘nos-. » 
tram—age, mitto amicitiam: humanitatem, equi- 
tatem, omnium consuetudinem usque adeo neg- 
lexisse, ac parvi fecisse; ut mihi meas. vinde- 
miolas preripere, mearumque vigiliarum. fruc- 
tum pracerpere conareris. Estne howinis po- 


_* Dr. Woodville being acquainted with the design of this 
work, and having seen a part of it while printing, I can say 
that it receives his approbation. 
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liti, et communem hominum societatem sanc- 
tam et inviolatam tueri cupientis, partes alienas” 


sibi ultro arrogare, et vendicare * 2” 

Besides the labours of ‘experience, : perhaps 
something might justly have been expected for 
the risque undergone in the first year of the new 
practice, viz, in 1799. If at the close of that year 
experience had shewn, that so far from gaining 
advantages by the Vaccine Inoculation, it was 
found to have been attended by hurtful effects, 


the Petitioner might fairly have: vindicated his 
conduct; by:alleging that he had only offered a_ 


few cases for consideration, and future determi- 
nation, which were merely in the form of queries : 


but if other persons had thought fit to introduce it — 


as safe and advantageous practice, in consequence 


of which mischief had been done, they were re- 


sponsible. And however respectable, on many 
accounts, the evidences in the printed Report, 


who gave such unqualified attestations, they : 


took no ostensible part in the-most arduous pe- 


riod, viz. the year 1799. How the new practice: 
was sneered at by some: how it:was reprobated 
as a gross and most mischievous imposition’: how. 
it was stigmatized with the appellation ‘of the 


Gloucestershire bubble: and how: the Inquirers 
were considered, by many persons, as fit candi- 


dates for a certain asylum ; to say nothing of the 


“* Lambinus Mureto. 
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villainous jests made on the occasion * ; are re- 
cent in our memory. Nor did it escape our 
observation that many Practitioners of note; who 
either objected to the new practice, or were at 
best passive only ; accepted of offers to inoculate 
from prudential considerations—from, ** commo- 
dity”’ | 
That daily break-vow, he that wins of all, 
—That same purpose changer, that sly devil, 
That smooth fac’d gentleman, tickling Commodity— 
Commodity, the bias of the world. 
. This sway of motion, this Commodity, 
Made them take heed from all indifferency. 
Nor had they then the power to clutch the hand, 
When their fair Angels would salute the palm, K. John. 


* Among the satirical verses, as a specimen, the following 
are from the Prologus ad Phormionem, at the Westminster 
Anniversary Dramatic, Representation, 1800:— 


Respuo Vaccini idcirco contagia morbi, 
Proxima progenies ne vitulina boet. 


«J have attempted to improve the plan of Bien the 
Smallpox in the human species, by passing it through the me- 
dium of the Cow. Now as every one is not in possession of a 
Cow, I shall propose a plan of. passing it through the medium 
of animals most people are in possession of, | mean Cats; and 
therefore shall only alter the title of the plan, by calling it the 
Catpox. When ‘my plan is matured and fit for publication, 
the ingenious writer shall hear and see more upon the subject.” 


For ridicule shall frequently prevail, 
- And cut the knot, when graver reasons fail.” 
~ Gentleman’s Magazine, August 1799, p. 666. 
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I am now desirous of knowing the sentiments 
of the impartial and worthy part of my fellow 
members of society, on the present publication ; 


whether it was fitting it should be issued, even | 


supposing all that has been stated be true; whe- 
ther the statements will be allowed to be just or 
otherwise ; whether the inferences from the facts 
will be granted to be legal or not; are questions 
to be determined. As I mean to keep my pro- 
mised word of acknowledging such errors as 
shall be made to appear, and to listen to pro- 
posals of further necessary inquiry, I trust I 


shall not be deemed unreasonable in insisting 


upon the conditions; that the statements and 
reasonings against me be delivered with equal 


temper to mine; and also that the adverse par-. 


‘ties take care that their assertions be supported 


by facts. In case of failure in these connate 


I shall fee] no obligation to answer. 

IT am aware that, in the setting forth and rea- 
soning upon such a variety and so numerous a 
body of evidence, however wishful I have been 
not to offend by the terms employed ; yet, from 


the imperfections of language, or from igno- 


rance, I may not have succeeded; in such a 
case I shall offer the apology of Hamlet, “ That 
I have shot mine arrow o’er the house and hurt 
a brother.” 

Although, in the circumstance oe the event ha 


ing disapprobation, I shall console myself with. 
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having acted from not unworthy motives, yet I _ 
pretend not to be endowed with such a constitu- 


tion of fibres, as renders me indifferent to a con- 
trary reception. 


Hee, si displicui, fuerint solatia nobis : 
Hee fuerint nobis praemia, si placui. 
? | Martial, 
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APPENDIX. 


The following Notes belong to the pages to which they are 
referred. 


‘ ) ‘ \ 
P AGE 27, Note.. The latin line is not accurately cited; it 
‘should have been 


Simia quam similis, turpissima bestia nobis. 
Cicero de Nat. Deor. from Ennius. 


P. 47, 1.8. “ The vaccine matter which first succeeded in 
America, with Professor Waterhouse, was transmitted from 
England in a bottle, with a glass stopper. Lettsom’s Obser- 
vations on the Cowpock, 1801, p. 24.—-This matter was fur- 
nished by the Institution, where the method, here alluded to, 
of transporting matter was first adopted... Hence then, in ad- 
dition to so many others, we have the credit of introducing the - 
Vaccine Inoculation into America as well as France, &c. 


_ Through the learned Dr. W. Turton, I introduced the Cow- 
pock into Wales, who gives the following account in a printed 
paper: “ I came totown for information, having nearly lost 
' my sonin the Smallpox; I attended. Dr. P. to the villages near 
Oatlands, where I saw about 300 in the Cowpock. . Every 
_scruple was removed. Dr. P. furnished me with matter on 
thread, and June 1799, I inoculated my own two children 
with it. One that had gone through the Smallpox did -not 
take the disease; the other did; ‘she was christened by. the 
name of Vaccania, to record the introduction, and by. whom, F 
being the first Cambrian ever inoculated.” Since this event thou. 
sands have been inoculated, without any accident, or apparent 
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danger, as reported by the Doctor, in his letter to me, ‘sens 
Swansea, Aug. 6th, 1802. 


P. 53, 1.10. It was not ascertained til] after some months 
practice by Dr. Woodville and myself, viz. from January 1799, 
till May following ; that it was very common for patients to go 
through the Cowpock without any observable constitutional affec- ' 
tion. This may be considered as a new fact, not expected from 
what had been published and communicated to me by Dr. 
Jenner, In this particular the Vaccina resembles the Chicken- 
pox, or Varicella; for, according to the ‘observation of the 
‘most accurate of accurate observers, this latter disease takes 
place sometimes without any such ‘general disorder.—In qui- 
busdam oriuntur sine febre aut ullo signo antecedente; in 
aliis fit levis horror, lassitudo, vigilia, dolores vagi, fastidium 
cibi et quedam febricula, &c.—Gul. Heberden, eres - 
de Morb. Historia, ty 387. 


P.iFa5 IF. Biss As one of the Journals, remarkable now for 
its great partiality, states a conversation of Dr. Jenner at 
the Committee, to insinuate that the matter which I dis- 
seminated was not the Cowpock matter, when I was 
not present to repel the assertion; I quote the following 
from one of his own letters, and refer further to the accounts 
he gives of the cases of Vaccine Inoculation, in his Treatise, 
published about April 1799. 

Twelve patients have been inoculated with the London 
virus. This is the 9th day, and most of them area little ill. The 
character of the pustules is just that of the Cowpox. I am 
the more induced to believe this to be genuine Cowpox, from 
the following circumstance, &c.”—Extract from Dr. Jenner’s 
Letter, dated Berkley, March 13, 1799. - 


: . 90, 1.20. Mr. Carpue, who has so very diligently at- 
ale the Cowpock Institution, in the discharge of his duty. 
asa Surgeon, and to whom the Establishment owes very much 
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for the support .of its credit, and present flourishing state, 
favors me with the following answers to my questions respect- 
ing the choice of matter :— 

1. What difference, or have you observed any difference in 
the effects of vaccine matter taken before the red areola is 
formed, and when it is formed, and whatever be the age of the 
vesicle, provided it be a distinct regular pock, and has not be- ° 
gun to scab? 

A. No difference whatever in my experience, which has 
been generally to use matter of the 8th, 11th, and 12th day 
from the inoculation. In a few cases of inoculating matter 
as late as the 15th day, from necessity or experiment; even 
when the scabbing process had made much progress; the mat- 
ter produced as wel! characterised a pock, and. mild an affec~ 
tion as. usual. 

2. What are the differences, if there be any, in the effects 
of matter taken from a vesicle which has advanced considera- 
bly in the scabbing process, and matter taken at any earlier ~ 
period ? 

A. I cannot well answer that question, not using such mat- 
ter, as I have already said, 1n common practice; but when 
used, I have seen no bad consequences from it. 

3. In what proportion do inflamed arms occur, requiring 
topical application, and what are those applications ?. 

A. In perhaps not one case out of 100, even at the Institu-’ 
tion, have such cases occurred ; and when they did, I believe 
they usually were occasioned by the bad management of allow- 
ing the linen to stick to the burst vesicle. The inflammation of 
the arm, in these instances, gave way to the application 
merely of cold water, which I think is one of the best local 
ones. ; 


The following cases confirm Mr. Carpue’s statement : 


On Tuesday, August 3d, 1802, eleven persons were ino- 
culated under my direction with 12th day matter, in’ each 


t7B 5” | age 
arm; from a patient present. The vesicle was beginning 6° 
scab. | A ESS 

Fourth day, Friday, August 6th: nine of these patients 
were observed to have taken the infection; the other two I did’ 
not see. 

Eight day, Tuesday, Auigiist ioth: one “of the two not seen 
on the 3d, attended, and I found had taken; but the other, 
not before seen, having failed, was reinoculated in the left 
arm with 15th day matter, and in the pene arm with that’ of 
8th day. 

The other patients, viz, nine in number, vain on with the 
usual appearances. Two Finieli had got arash, but otherwise 
well. . 

Eleventh day, Friday, August 13th: the ten patients who 
took on the 3d, exhibited the common appearance on the arms $ 
with the exception of the areola being less than usual. Two 
more patients, affected with a rash. Eruptions of the same kind, 
appeared in as great a proportion, at this time in the Institution, 
with 8th day matter. They were imputed to the very hot 
weather for the last! ten days, and disappeared in a few days 
further. Patient inoculated with 15th day matter not taken, 
‘but the sth has. | 


On Werlnesday, July 21, 1802, I inoculated an infant, aged 
two months, from the vaccine pock ofa patient present, being 
the 5th day from inoculation. .The infection took, and the 
Vaccina dunk through its stages of filling of the vesicle ; of 
inflaming round the pock ; of affecting slightly the constitution 
on the oth day ; of scabbing; buton one arm more inflamma- 
tion remained than usual, with hardness about the drying 
pock, so as to occasion some uneasiness, and render a little 
topical application necessary, on Friday, August 6th, being 
the 17th day. 

If this patient had been snopalatesl with 11th or 12th day: 
matter, certain Inoculators would have imputed the rather 
more painful effects than usual, to using such matter, 
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P.117,-1. 29. La matiere vaccine est efficace depuis. te: 
7, Jour jusqu’au ‘12¢. 3 on doitla recuillir pendant ce temps ik. 
Il faut cependant observer qu’en général Pepoque la plus fa- 
vorable ne dure que depuis le 8¢. Jour jusqu’au 11e, puisque 
_.des que la pustule vient a suppurer, la matiére n’a plus 
toutes les qualités requises pour la communication compléte du 
virus, , 

Letire de Dr, Pearson, § May, 1800, 4M. Stromeyer. 


BEES Tl. 5. AE the thing (Cowpock matter) could have 
been procured from greasy heeled horses, 1 should have had the 
_theans of propagating the disease, as I left no experiment untried 
upon my poor Cows to produce it.—Kelson’s Leiter. 


P. 130, 1. 3. In the Medical Annals for, 1800, p. 437, I 
alluded to a method of preserving vaccine matter fluid, in an 
efficacious state, by keeping it in a half ounce bottle, on a 
spoonlike stopper withinside, with a bit of sponge included, 
which is Ts ya with a drop of alcohol or sulphurous 
gether. : 

“ T have also found that the vaccine poison. will retain its 
infectious power for, perhaps, an unlimited time, if kept in dry 
_ hydrogen or nitrogen gas-—I find a platina lancet, made as I 
have directed, by Stoddart, sufficiently hard ‘and strong, for 
introducing vaccine matter under the cuticle, i in most cases; and 
‘in all it does very well, if a slight incision or puntture be first 
made with a common lancet. I need not expjain the advan- 
tagts of the platina lancet to be, that it does not oxidify with — 
matter upon it, and consequently it will: preserve efficacious 
matter upon it for a very long time. It also does not require 
grinding like a: steel lancet.’—Medical Annals, for i800, 
p: 439. | : 


P. 141, 1.14, In January 1801, Dr. Woodville’s vaccine 
practice amounted to 400@ hospital patients, and ‘ with none 


N 
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of the patients did the infection oceasion a severe disorder, or 
excite one alarming symptom.”—January 1801, London 
Medical Review. | ite . 


Copy of Dr.:Jenner’s Petition above referred to in pr 4» 


To the Honourable the Commons of the United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Ireland, in Parliament assembled, 


Sheweth, 
_ That your Petitioner having discovered that a disease, which 
‘occasionally exists In a particular farm among cattle, known 
by the name of the Cowpox, admits of being inoculated on 
the human frame, with the most perfect ease and safety ; and 
although its symptoms are so mild as scarcely ever to prove 
even a temporary impediment to the ordinary course of health, 
yet it is attended with the singularly beneficial effect of render- 
, ing, through life, the person so inoculated secure Hon the in- 
fection of the Smallpox. | 

That your Petitioner, after a most attentive and Lonnie: in- 
vestigation of the subject, setting aside coonsiderations of pri- 
vate and personal advantage, and anxious to promote the 
safety and welfare of his countrymen, and of mankind in gene- 
ral; did not wish to conceal the discovery he so made, or the 
mode of coriducting this new species of inoculation; but imme- 
diately disclosed the whole to the public ; and by communica- — 
tion with Medical men in all parts of this kingdom, and in 
foreign countries, sedulously endeavoured to spread the know- 
ledge of his discovery, and the benefit of his labours, as widely 
as possible. aie 

That in this latter respect the views and wishes of your’ 
Petitioner have been completely fulfilled ; for, to his high gra- 
tification, he has to say that this inoculation is in practice 
throughout a great proportion of the civilized world, and has in 
particular been productive of great advantage to this kingdom, _ 
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‘in consequence of its being introduced, under authority, into 
the army and navy. 

That the said inoéulation: hath already checked the progress 
of the Smallpox; and from its nature, must ee annihilate 
that dreadful disorder. 

_ That the series of experiments by which this discovery was 
developed and completed, have not only occupied a considera- 
ble portion of your Petitioner’s life, and have not merely been a 
cause of great expence and anxiety to him, but have so inter- 
rupted him in the ordinary exercise of his profession, as ma- 
terially to abridge its pecuniary advantages, without their 
being counterbalanced by those derived from the new practice. 

Your Petitioner, therefore, with the full persuasion that he 
shall meet with that attention and indulgence, of which this 
Honourable House may deem him worthy, humbly prays this_ 
Honourable House, to take the premises into consideration, 
and to grant him such remuneration as to their wisdom’ shall 
- geem to meet, + 

| EDW4, JENNER. 


Ile crucem sceleris pretium tulit, hic diadema. 


Juv. 


One of the Medical Journalists, Dr. Bradley, has thought 
proper to step aside, in numerous instances, from what I appre» 
-hend is the path of his duty, which is simply to record what is 
passing from literary publications, and from original communi- 
cations, to become voluntarily a partizan, and set up for a Judge. 
The propriety of such conduct in general, and the calumny he 
has published in his last number, (Med. and Physical Journal 
for August 1802.) I should not have noticed in print, but that 
he has communicated to the world a part, not printed by the 
Committtee, of my evidence and examination, with even con- 
versations. These details he has accompanied with false state- ° 
ments, and with remarks, to say the least; in unbecoming 
language, But the Journalist has omitted my evidence, as 
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printed in the Report, (see p. 36.) which.is a distinct one, and 
delivered on a different day from that which I recognise.to be 


mine, as given in the Journal, The injustice, and perhaps breach — 


of trust, committed by this procedure, I imagine will not escape 
notice; although, if the evidence had been printed without its 
‘accompanying remarks, it would not have been offensive, be- 
Cause it would have enabled me to manifest more fully. my.con- 
duct, in attempting to shew grounds of remuneration, as [think 
more. dign ified and more consistent with the truths of history, 
than those asserted by the Committee. | 

The sense of the oral statement which I gave, though i in some 
parts, as printed in the Journal, it is incorrect, is agreeable to 
what is set forth in the preceding pages ; and I think it, proper 


to avail myself of reprinting it, with the necessary corrections, 


desiring no’ other justification (if any be required) than. the 
very transcript which is seemingly destined to excite, prejudice 


against me.. I donot, however, offer this oral, evidence as a - 
complete historical statement, but it may be useful, and, serve 


to enable the public to judge whether the Journalist had a re iy 
to call it, deridingly, an_‘‘ Oration.” Lat 
«© Thave admitted Dr. Jenner was. the gentleman who first 


set on foot the i inquiry into the advantages of vaccine inoculation; 


but J apprehend that the practice of vaccine inoculation, which 
was first promulgated by Dr. Jenner, has been established al. 
most entirely by other practitioners; and that his new facts, or 


which I consider to be new, have been in my opinion: ak. 


proved by subsequent observers—that in consequence of those 
facts being disproved, together with the’ very ample. ex- 
perience of other persons, we owe the present extensive prac- 
tice of the vaccine inoculation.. weet eal 

Will you inform,the Committee, who those practitioners and 
persons are to whom you refer ? . 

The Cowpock, inoculation wine! Dr. Jenner’s book was pub- 
lished. in May. or June, 1798, which, contained seven or eight 
“cases, the whole; result’ of his experience, was not practiced 
by any person that Iuknow of till January, 1799, neither ‘Dr. 
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Jenner nor any person that I could find being in possession of 
matter; but in January, 1799, in consequence of a general 
inquiry, which I had instituted immediately after Dr. Jenner’s 
publication, information was given of the Cowpock disease 
breaking out in two of the Cow-stables near London, and 
from these sources Dr. Woodville and myself collected matter, 
by which, in the course of about three months, not fewer, I 
think, than 300 persons were inoculated for the Cowpock in 
addition to the seven or eight cases of Dr. Jenner, then the 
whole stock of facts of inoculation before the public... Besides 
carrying on the inoculation ourselves in this manner, we dis- 
“ seminated the ‘matter throughout the country, in particular to 
. Dr, Jenner * himself, and particularly also, I within that time 
4ssued a printed letter, directed to upwards of two hundred 
practitioners in different parts of the kingdom, containing 
thread impregnated with.Cowpock matter. In the course of 
this practice we already learnt that young infants might be in- 
oculated with safety, which I considered -to.be then a new 
fact, Dr. Jenner not having had the experience, and being . 
apprehensive of serious consequence from inoculating them. 
Secondly, ‘That the inoculated arms, so far from requiring 
caustic or escarotic, or other topical applications, were sooner 
cured than in the inoculated Smallpox ; that Dr. Woodville’s 

publication i in June, 1799, appeared, containing the ‘cases of 
upwards of 400 inoculated at that time; and in August, 1799, 
I published a statement of inoculations, referring to many prac-_ 
titioners, who had-furnished me with reports of inoculation, | 
with matter which I myself had furnished; among these I 
beg leave to mention Mr. Kelson of Seven Oaks, Dr. Mitchel 
of Chatham, and Dr. Harrison’s cases, as communicated to me 


_* Dr. Jenner, both in letters to Dr. Woodville and myself owns this 
“Matter excited the genuine Cowpock, although he afterwards in 
the Committee said, as stated by the Journalist, it produced the 
Smallpox. In these letters he also expresses his great apprehensions. 
for infants. . 
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hy Sit Joseph Banks: and by that time I had also introdaced it 
into the army, through the hands of the Surgeon General Mr. 
Keate, and reports frequently came into my hands by his direcs 
tion from the army; I had also by that time introduced the 
vaccine inoculation into many parts of the continent, and re- 
ceived reports of the successful practice of it, in particular from 
Dr. De Carro of Vienna. In addition to these testimonies con~ 
tained in the paper above alluded to, is the result of my own. 
practice in three parishes of poor people inoculated under my 
superintendance, so that, in that paper, I believe it will be 
found that two thousand cases had by that time been afforded 
for the public by Dr. Woodville and myself, and the persons _ 
with whom I was in correspondence, and who are mentioned 
in the papers alluded to. By this time too, some difficulties ap- 
pear to have been removed ina great measure occasioned by 
some facts stated to the public by Dr. Jenner: in particular I 
published experiments of inoculation in the paper alluded to of © 
inoculating persons with the Cowpock, who had undergone the 
Smallpox, to shew that they could not take the Cowpock after the 
Smalipox, contrary to Dr. Jenner. Sccondly, experiments to 
shew that persons could not take the Cowpock both locally and 
constitutionally, who had already gone through the Cowpock, 
also contrary to Dr. Jenner. Thirdly, many persons had at 
this period, made experiments to shew that the Cowpor did not 
originate in the grease of horses’ heels, as Dr. Jenner had as- 
serted; these sentiments wil] be found ina printed statement 
which I beg to deliver in, as published by me. In the spring” 
of the year 1799, when the above stated evidence was col-__ 
lected, a second publication appeared from Dr. Jenner, adding 
nothing but a few cases of inoculation further of the Cowpox, 
but recommending caustic or escarotic applications to the ino- 
culated parts, in the Cowpox, not found necessary by the me- 
dical persons alluded to in my evidence; and I consider that 
the distinctive characters of the Cowpock were understood 
better by some of the above alluded to persons than by Dr, 
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Jenner. The vaccine inoculation was next. considerably es- 
tablished by the Cowpock Institution, of which I was one of the 
founders, commencing at the very closé of the year 17995 
which Institution has been the principal office, I apprehend, 
for supplying the world in general, and the army and navy in 
particular, with matter ; and where a regular register is kept 
of each of the cases inoculated, more fully and accurately than 
had been done any where before or since that time ; where the 
authenticity of the cases, from the nature of the institution, is 
established in a manner that I apprehend will be considered-as 
unexceptionable ; this appears from a register of above seven 
houndred cases already entered, and open to the inspection of 
the subscribers, By this time, namely, the close of the year 
1799, I think I can make it appear that about four thousand 
persons had been inoculated by Dr. Woodville, myself, and 
correspondents, which can be referred to. I here close my 
evidence, as I consider it of very small importance, compa- 
ratively, what was done by others after this time, all the facts 
that I recollect of use in practice being by this time established, 
as they have been since confirmed.” 
_ Having so’ fully explained, in this publication, what .was 
_proposed in the cross-examination, I do not think it necessary 
to notice it. But as in a note there is something like an insinu- 
ation that I was not-correct in what I stated, on the authority 
_ of Dr, Heberden, it may be right to say I was strictly so, ex- 
cept that his information did not come directly from Mr. Bat- 
_tiscombe, but from him through Dr. Lind; and I stated the 
fact with the previous entire approbation of Dr. Heberden. 
The author, in his Journal, affirms that all present were 
astonished at my asserting that I was convinced Mr. Nash had 
been an experienced Vaccine Inoculator, and that it was not 
supposéd I could make such an assertion without plausible 
proof. If I had not had such proof, I certainly should not 
have made the assertion, and a part of that pipet may be found 
at p. 24———27 of this work. 
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And as I asserted Mr. Nash knew some facts of the vaccine 
disease, which certainly were either unknown to any one else, 
or not published, as appears also from the extract I have made, 
But I repeatedly said at the Committee that I did not see how 
the date of any experiments of vaccine inoculation ought to affect 
the Petitioner’s claim; because, 1. The public owed nothing 
for those experiments, they not having been rendered useful. 


9, There was no proof that’the Petitioner derived his informa- 


tion from them; or if he had, that was even of no conse- 
quence to the public. This inquiry seemed to mea matter of 
curiosity and use for the history; very proper to be instituted for 
those purposes only. — . 

With regard to Mr. Nash’s M.S.S. the author of the 
Journal owns he had not examined them, yet he does not 
hesitate to pronounce, I spoke “ without having plausible 
proof.” 

The same writer tells the public that I “ depreciated” Dr. 
Jenner’s discovery and merit as much as possible, and extolled 
toyself. For this we have the assertion of the author only ; and 
against that assertion I am willing to depend on the evidence 


before delivered, as taken from the Journal, and especially on 


the work now published. » But if I thought Dr. J. had taken 
ground for his claims, to which he had not any right, it was 
not only fair, but it was my duty to depreciate as far as re- 
lated to such pretensions. eee ame zi 

We are told too of the great forbearance of the Journalist, 
‘in wishing to avoid the censure F passed on the Committee.” For 


this I owe no gratitude ; because if I thought the Committee 


merited censure, I not only, as I have already said of the 
Petitioner, should have considered I had an indisputable right to 
‘censure them,,or any other body of men; but I should not 
have discharged my bounden duty unless I had delivered it. 
But the truth is, I do not know that the Honourable body 
were at all censurable. Some of the Members I regarded as 
taking avery active part in favour of the Petitioner ; but that 
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is not 1 believe censurable ; because ‘it is understood that the: 
Committee is chiefly a body of such partial friends.’ The: 
Committee, did not give in a report on ‘such just, and even? 
. dignified grounds as’ I think’ might have been taken ; ; for) 
which excluded individuals may complain ; | but no censure’ 
~ is on that account merited ; nor does the assertion of i incompe-y 
tency to judge of medical evidence imply censure. 
I know not whether I shall stand excused for troubling my- 
self to notice any other parts of the strictures on my con-> 
duct; especially on matters, which, if true, are perhaps not; 
worth answering ; yet such notice may bevuseful in serving to; 
capacitate others to take measure of the writer, as to. the, 
points of judement, accuracy, and candour. 3 , 
1. What is said at p. 144, of the Journal, of mi yr peat 
astonishment” at finding the whole oration (as my evidence 
is often sneéringly so called) not taken down, is not true 3/ 
I knew what was then delivered was not related: in the ways 
of evidence, to be taken down; what I supposed might have) 
- been taken down, (but there was noastonishment) related to my 
first evidence, when Sir G. Baker was present, at which a con- 
versation took place, and some questions were then asked, not 
quite in a formal way of inquiry; however, I was doubtful how 
far notice had been taken of what then passed, and I thought 
it right to baceriain that matter, by asking “to correct my’ 
former evidence.” When the minutes were read, I found they. 
did not attach to the subject of the conversation alluded to, 
which was on the origin and progress of vaccine inoculation ; 
this being ascertained to be the case, it was doubtful whether*. 
my evidence could be: resumed; but after some explanation, » 
which has been called <¢ an oration,” 2 connection was per- 
ceived, and it being then late in the afternoon, 1 proceeded + 
theday following to deliver the evidence given at p. 179—180.; 
At p. 148, (Journal) itis stated, that while. I was attacking 
“‘ the originality of Dr. Jenner’s discovery, Dr. Heberden en-> 
tering the room, &c.” This I notice only to enable others to) 
judge of the dependence to be placed upon this writer’s states: 
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ments, otherwise it is of not the least importance. So far from 
this account being true, I did not-see Dr. Heberden at the 


Committee, he had left it before I arrived, if I was there on_ 


the same day at all. But this I remember, that I met him in 


the course of that day elsewhere, and I then learned on what. 


point he had been questioned, which was on the case of Mr. 
Nash, above spoken of. | 

Of the judgment of the writer of the Journal, who has be- 
stowed such pains to misrepresent me, let the public form 


their estimate, from the six or seven experiments of Cowpock ° 


inoculation, being considered to be adequate to the establish- 
ment of the vaccine new practice, as the same number of 
experiments by Harvey, were for the eiaicoveny of the circula- 
tion of the blood. F 

One thing more I must notice, however even ridiculous 
it has appeared to several of my friends, who laughed at it 
as the effect of jealousy, when I mentioned it to them at the 
time it occurred. Dr. J. we are told, very seriously begged 
to know with what design I paid a visit to the confidential 
Clerk of the Committee? | 

The Chairman would not put the question, and it had been 
determined to close the evidence; now if he had asked, my 
answer would have been, that the question s as coming from Dr. 
pak would not answer; but, that if the Committee even 


thought it optional with me to answer or not, I would have 


said, ‘‘ there is a gentleman in the room, a Member of the 


Committee, who knows very well my business with the Clerk, 


for I have. been inquiring of him concerning the mode of pro- 
curing a copy, not only of the Petition, but for a list of the 
Members of the Committee, and he very politely offered to 
procure them for me.” It is, I find, understood that copies 
may be procured of the Clerk, with no more secrecy than any 
article may be purchased ata shop. Nor can any one under- 
stand, whom I have. consulted, what is meant by confidential 
Clerk ; or conceive what information he could give, but what 
may be procured at the open Committee, 
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i ean o the Plate Pbk to, pelts: 


Or the three series of figures in the plate, one 
designated S.P. represents the Smallpox in four 
different stages of the pock of the inoculated 
part, viz. the nascent vesicle—the vesicle com- 
plete, becoming a pustule—the pustule subsiding 
—and the pustule becoming a crust. or scab. 
They were drawn from a fine specimen at the 
Small Pox Hospital, furnished by the kind at- 
tention of Mr. Wachsel, the very able assistant 
of Dr. Woodville ; and who in truth got the first 
intelligence of the breaking out of the Cow- 
pock among the London Cows, in January, 
1799, which hasalready done the country so much 
service. 
The two series comprehended under the 
bracket, with the title C. P..are two examples 
of the Cowpock also.in four stages, viz. of nascent 
vesicle— completely formed vesicle—vesicle be- 
ginning the scabbing process—and the vesicle 
become in one instance partly a scab, and in 
another wholly so, with peculiar characters. 


Inadequate as drawings without descriptions 
are to the communicating just notions of erup- 
- tions, the plate before us, to my apprehension, 


a Tea i, 


exhibits such palpable differences of form, and | 
other properties, that, as hath been observed in — 


the foregoing pages, p. 107, 113,114, it seems in- 
credible that any one should not only, in the 
first instances of seeing the Cowpock, have 
“spoken of it as resembling exactly the Small- 
pox, p- 101; but have eaneayed to repeat that 


comparison after the differences had been noticed 


by. several observers. 


pire The Figures are only printed, fee if coloured, would no, 


~ doubt appear more advantageously; but in their present state © 


‘they will, it is hoped, answer the end in view, and not be dis- 
creditable tothe modest Artist, Mr. Lee. 
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